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Abstract for Final Report for # 99-PC-01 


This seven-month period has been. to say the least. marked by transition. The Scott River 
Watershed CRMP (Coordinated Resource Management Planning) Council has become the Scon 
River Watershed Council (Council) as of November 16, 1999. That name change is a sign of 
much deeper changes in the process. That change is the result of a stalemate and lack of 
participation, which were described in the last final report for this organization. 


The stens in the changes in the Council are the following: 


1. In May and June 1999 two special, facilitated meetings were held to help the Council to 
get past the problems of stalemate and dropping participation. 

= In July the facilitator made recommendations, based on a survey which participants had 

filled out. 

In September the Council nominated an Ad hoc Committee to address needed changes in 

the CRMP Council process taking into consideration the facilitator’s recommendations. 

- The Ad hoc Committee returned in November with considerable suggested changes in the 
process including changing to a smaller number of voting members and using a super- 
majority vote rather than consensus for actions. One CRMP Council voting member did 
not vote to approve the new process as a work-in-progress. Another Council member 
made a motion to continue the CRMP as it had been operating. Two voting members did 
not approve that motion. The CRMP Council dissolved and ten minutes later the Scott 
River Watershed Council formed and voted to use the CRMP’s Ad hoc Committee’s 
recommendations as a beginning point for the new group. 

5. The Council has had considerably better landowner participation since November. The 
group has been working under the new process and revising it simultaneously. The new 
energy is encouraging, but the prospect of starting over on ail aspects of the process 
would be discouraging. I am confident that the members who have stayed with the 
process through the changes will help to retain the good parts of the CRMP Council. 


\ 





The usual level of educational workshops, educational presentations, and committee work has 
not been maintained in the last six months because of the lack of participation early on and the 
recent need to focus ua rebuilding the process. . 


Although planning efforts have been minimal within the Council, the Coordinator has been 
working regularly with the Technical Work Group and the Humboldt State University Natural 
Resource Department of Planning and Interpretation. A community mapping exercise led by 
Humboidt State graduate student Carlin Finke has involved a local group of agency and 
community people familiar with the Scot Watershed in identifying limiting factors for 
anadromous fish and locating them on maps. 
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The success of the Council in resolving resource problems in the Scott River Watershed rests 

first of all in the participation of the community. If they are not involved, the Council is defunct. 
The new Council is presently made up of new and old members. Committee sign-ups are good. If 
that energy can be maintained, I am confident that the Council can move forward in their 
restoration efforts of fish and other resources. 
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Abstract 
Final Report 
Contract # FG 8145 WR 
May 1, 1999 to May 31, 2000 


This abstract covers the activities of the Scott River Watershed Council (Council) from January 
1, 2000 to May 31, 2000. The abstract and report for the first eight months (May 1, 1999 to 
December 31, 1999) is included in the attached Final Report for US Fish and Wildlife Service 
which was a matching funder of the Council for the period of May 1, 1999 to May 31, 2000. 
That report includes background of the organization, staff description, and the happenings of the 
Council for the first eight months. 


The Council has heid monthly meetings from January to May 2000. All meetings included a 
business portion and an educational portion except for the April meeting which was purely for 
project prioritization and May meeting which was purely ecucational. The agendas and minutes 
of those meetings are included in this report. The Council Coordinator’s reports — at 
those meetings are also included. 


AJ] six subcommittees (Community Relations, Education, Fish, Land, Monitoring, and Water 
Committees), the Technical Committee, and the Executive Committee all met monthly also with 
a couple of exceptions. The notes on nearly all those meetings are also included in this report. 


Two workshops have been held in the five month period from January to May. Dr. Richard 
Miller, Oregon State University directed a workshop and field trip for landowners on juniper 
management, and Dr. Ken Tate went with landowners on a field trip to the Moffett Creek 
watershed and, along with a spaghetti feed, sponsored by the Council, talked to an audience of 
over fifty people about landowner sediment and water temperature monitoring and its benefits 


leading up to the TMDL process. 


Also included in this report are the two newsletters, newspaper articles and announcements, and 
current project list. 


Since the upheaval in November 1999, the Council has settled somewhat into a rhythm. 
Participation has been good, but the members are still seeking a wider community involvement. 
A cross-section of interests ‘s still at the table, although people are representing themselves 

rather than organizations, with the exception of agency representatives. Standing Committees are 
where the most action is taking place. That seems to dissipate the friction which was prevalent 
between 1992 and 1999 in the Council meetings. Also, the work of the Technical Committee has 
been crucial to the success of the CRMP/Council over the last year and a half. Having a group of 
professionals on which to depend for advice reduces some contention. 
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The process to develop a Scott River Subbasin Swanegic Action Plan (Plan) has begun and has a 
scheduled finish date of January 31, 2002. The processes that have been at work to gather the 
information for the Plan are described in this report. 


Council discussions are always lively. The tone has stayed positive and optimistic about the 
development of the Plan. The Coordinator works hard to keep channels of communication open. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL 


Final Report 
Contract # FG 8145 WR 


Standing Committees (Community Relations, Education, Fish, Land, Monitoring, and Water 
Committees) have been doing the work of the Council since January 1, 2000. They have dealt 
with project proposal development, educational events, and are presently working on gathering 
information for planning. Mosi of the committees, where a CRMP precedent exists, are using the 
CRMP plans for guidance until the Plan is written. The new committees have written their goals 
and objectives, which can be found in the various committee meeting notes. 


Several educational speakers have been invited to regular meetings: 


January 2000: Dr. San Sommarstrom spoke on her study of watershed groups their efficacy and 
gave recommendations to the Council based on her study. 


February 2000: Dr. Ron Iverson spoke on the subbasin planning expectations of the Klamath 
Basin Fisheries Task Force. 


March 2000: Richard Vanderwater, USFS, spoke on the capabilities of GIS. 


Two workshops/field trips were held, one in March and one in May. Dr. Richard Miller, 
Oregon State University juniper specialist, did a slide presentation and went out on the g: ound 
with twenty (20) landowners and interested parties on March 8, 2000 to discuss the juniper 
intrusion into the dry, east hills of the Scott Valley. He dispelled many false beliefs and informed 
the public on many interesting aspects of juniper. See attached itinerary in Section IV. 





The May 30” field trip and presentation by Dr. Ken Tate, UC Extension, Davis, Watershed 
Specialist, was about the TMDL process and landowner monitoring of sediment and water 
temperatures. The field trip was attended by six Moffett Creek landowners and the presentation 
was attended by over 50 people, mostly landowners. Dr. Tate’s message was loud and clear: 
Landowners had best monitor their own sediment and water temperatures to see that they do not 
have a non-point source of pollution on their property. 


Four Subwatershed Landowner Groups have been active. The Moffett Creek landowners have 
had a meeting and several attended two field trips in their area. The Sugar Creek water user 
group have met several times and developed a project proposal to pipe their water diversions in 
order to save water to instream flows. The Tailings Landowners have met several times to 
discuss a prospective restoration project which would provide flood plain in the area and, thus, 

~ dissipate hydrological energy in flood stage to reduce the bedload it contributes to the Scott 
River below. The Shackleford/Mill landowners have met once to seek alternatives to gravel 
push-up dams to divert water. In their efforts to comply with the 1603 permit requirements, they 
have had a difficult time finding methods acceptable to the CDFG. 





The Council has decided on a process and time line to develop the Scott River Subbasin 
Strategic Action Plan. The Council, committees, and community are to collect all and any 
pertinent information that could be used in such a plan from May to December 2000. At that 
point the hope is that tiie Council will have acquired funds to hire a technical writer/planner to go 
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through all the information and seek any other that may be available. Then he/she will write the 
Plan with help and coordination from the Council and Coordinator. The draft plan would be 
distributed in eight months’ time to the public for review. The final draft will be done by January 


2002. 


The Council has had the help of Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State University graduate student in 
mapping limiting factors to a healthy anadromous fish population and a healthy watershed. The 
community has been invited into this process, but mostly agency biologists and Siskiyou RCD 

| have attended the first three meetings. The process will continue throughout the 
summer of 2000. The information will be very useful for the Plan. See the most current 
information in Section V. 


The Budget did not differ much “om what was proposed. It turned out a little short in 
transportation because many more committee meetings were held than had been in the past. 


In-kind funds exceeded what was proposed because many more volunteer person-hours were 
spent due to the many committee meetings. In addition, the Coordinator has housed Carlin Finke 


on several occasions which were not proposed as matching. 


In conclusion, the Council is off to a new start and humming along. The planning process and 
the education process are the most beneficial pieces of the Council. A libertarian and 

rights advocate, well known in the Scott Valley, stood up in front of a crowd of people and 
praised the professionals on the Fish Comsnittee and thanked them for all he had learned. He is 
the executive representative to the Council from that committee. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED (CRMP) COUNCIL 


Final Report 
May 1, 1999 - December 31, 1999 


The Scon River Watershed CRMP Council (CRMP) was onginally mde up of 18 members who 
represented landowners, agencies, and a cross-section of interest groups in the Scont River 
watershed. The CRMP used the consensus process to make decisions in order to solve some of 
the local natural resource problems by developing plans, by developing restoration projects 
guided by those plans, and by seeking funding for those projects which are then implemented by 
the Siskivou Resource Conservation District (RCD). The process was open to the community at 
large although they had no voting power unless they became members according to the Bylaws, 
approved by the CRMP in August 1999. 


The CRMP actually dissolved on November 16,1999. That dissolution because of its very short 
term could be likened to a “control, alt, delete” move. The new Scott River Watershed Council 
(Council) began its process ten minutes later. The Siskiyou RCD has, by resolution decided to 
sponsor and administer the new Council and its operations as it did the previous CRMP. The new 
and still evolving process of the Council dominates the content of this report. 


BACKGROUND 


The first “official” CRMP meeting was held on September 3, 1992 with monthly meetings being 
held since then. This is the sixth CRMP Final Report to be submitted to the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service since the founding of the CRMP. Complete background information can be found in the 
four previous Final Reports. This report covers a time period of seven months, May 1, 1999 to 
December 31, 1999, the seventh funding cycle provided by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration 
Program. The Siskivou RCD identifies the project as CRMP VIL. 


ORGANIZATION AND PROCESS 


Membership 


The CRMP Council was officially made up of eighteen (18) voting members of whom only six 
(6) were participating actively enough to retain voting rights in November. 


The new Council is made up of members who do not represent specific organizations :xcept in 
the case of agency folks, who are serving in an advisory capacity and representing their 

___ respective agencies. The group has discussed, but has not yet figured out how to show the multi- 
interest nature of the organization. It has been suggestéd that people préclaim their own interests 
(e.g. rancher, environmentalist, timber owner, etc). It has been my observation thus far that all 
interests are fairly well represented. Committees, which will be meeting for the first time at the 
end of January and the beginning of February, have been given direction to seek muulti-interest 
representation if it does not already exist among the volunteers. 
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Meetings 


The regular meetings of the full CRMP and the new Council have been held the third Tuesday of 
every month at 7 PM alternating between the United Methodist Church in Etna and the For 
Jones Community Center. The Executive Committee, presently an interim group of Council 
members, RCD staff and the Council coordinator, meets every month to set the agenda after 
input from the full Council. 


Sometimes a pu TE ia Concatonel portion of the meeting precedes the business Meetings are 


mache n pol 


CRI” (Council) Staff Sage 

Three f parse” ed and one full-time person provide the staffing for the Council. The 
Connie Pedien Maladie everett Gh Comell’s chabeiuneties eal Wolien euuie, thas nates tor 
and writes up the minutes of meetings. The Council Project Manager is also the Siskiyou RCD 
District Manager. Carolyn Pimentel currently holds this position. 


The Council Program Coordinator is responsible for “moving the vision” of the Council by 
means of a variety of tasks and strategies (See Section #] for description of job tasks). Jennifer 
(Jeffy) Davis Marx is the current Coordinator and has held the position since February 1996. 


Gary Black has been a Council Project Coordinator since May 1995. His task is to coordinate 
Council project implementation through the RCD. Gary's direct involvement in Council for the 
purpose of planning and project development is funded by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration 
Program and the California Department of Fish and Game; the various projects sponsored by the 
Council and RCD fund most of his position. 


Lorrie Bundy has been a project coordinator since April 1997. Since Lorrie has a degree in 
Environmental Enginee. .ng and Math Analysis, she takes responsibility for many of the 

technical aspects of the planning process and projects such as monitoring and fish screen design. 
She has been instrumental in organizing and administering the CRMP Monitoring Committee 
and has been very actively involved in the Water Committee. Lorrie also wrote the proposal for a 
three-year momionn, program recently funded by the California Department of Fish and Game. 


The newest RCD project coordinator, Warren Farnam has ‘ocused his efforts mostly on upland 
sediment reduction projects and on a Council/RCD project funded by the Klamath Basin 
Fisheries Task Force which is promoting water conservation through improving irrigation 
practices. Warren attends Council and Upland Committee meetings. 


The Council funding also has helped fund an AmeriCorps volunteer, Danielle Quigley. who, on a 








part time basis, is helping with the implementation of the Etna High School Resource 
Educational project, coordinated by Abner Weed. and coordinating the resource education with 
the Siskiyou RCD. She has spent many hours running things and people down around Etna High 
School to keep the program running smoothly. She will be helping to guide an Etna High student 
in finishing the Etna High School's resource webpage. Danielle has skills in water chemistry and 
GPS usage, which are helping with both the training of the students and the implementation of 
Council/RCD projects. 

















Funding Sources 


The Klamath Fisheries Restoration Program has been the principal funding source for the CRMP 
in 19°99. The California Deparrmem of Conservation funded the organization of subwaterzhed 
landowner groups through the end of 1999 as well as some equipment to be used for the 
educational purposes. The California Department of Fish and Game has committed $20,000 to 
Council for the 1999-2000 fiscal vear. That funding is what the Council will be operating with 
from January 1, 2000 until June 1, 2000. 


Committees 


Some of the CRMP subcommittees continued to work together through the transition period a 
from June 1999 to November 1999, but many were neg, active for lack of participating ony 9”) 
An Ad hoc Committee arose to address the special needs. Bag «1 | 
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land up McConaughy Gulch, where there is opportunity for vegetation conversion. Historically 
there were spring tanks which were full most of the year. 


The Water Committee has continued to meet to develop a work plan for 2000. Let's hope that all 
the work they have done to revise the Fall Flows Action Plan is recognized vy the new Council. 


The initiation of the Technical Committee was the single inost imporant action taken by the 
CRMP Council in 1999. That committee has met for some reviewing and revising of the project 
rating process and they rated few projects in August 1999. They will be an integral part of the 
Watershed Council. 


An Ad hoc Committee, which volunteered to address needed changes in the Council structure, is 
to be applauded for their dedication and vision. They met intensively through September, 
October, and November to come up with a process which would work for all, and they, as 
individuals, are still working with the Council to adapt it to the needs of all. 





EDUCATION/OUTREACH 


Educational/informational News Articles: The Coordinator writes monthly articles for the 
local Pioneer Press, which inform the public of the activities and some of the issues of the 
Council. In addition, articles announcing educational events and describing projects and 
programs of the Council and RCD are published fairly often, probably not often enough in the 
recent months, again, because of the transition period. 


— ~——$tream Care Guide: The CRMP approved the printing of a stream-care guide-on the grounds 
that additional funding could be found to do so. The Siskiyou County Fish and Game 
Commission and the NRCS are in the process of considering paying $500 each to be matched by 


a $500 contribution by the Council. 


Fair Booth: A Siskiyou County fair booth was set up in August 1999 for the Fair. The booth, 

because of the fair theme, emphasized the history of conservation in the Scon River watershed 
and specifically that which had been accopmplished by the Siskiyou RCD (also turned 50 years 
old in 1999) and the Scott River Watershed CRMP. The booth won second prize in its category. 
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Invited Speakers at regular meetings: 

The CRMP had far fewer than the usual number of educational speakers be:2use many times 

when the Coordinator brought up the prospect, the Executive Committee opted to deal with the 

immediate internal problems instead. 

¢ Freda Walker: Freda, who has served as meeting facilitator on a regular basis in the past, 
came to several meetirgs to help the group to get past gridlock. Freda met with the CRMP on 
June 2, 1999 in a special meeting to discuss the results of a survey which she had sent out to 
members and participants. In August, Freda submitted a list of recommendations for the 
CRMP’s direction, based on the previous discussions and survey (See Section II). 

¢ Jim Depree, Siskiyou County Resource Specialist, spoke to the CRMP at the August meeting 
about the County's projected groundwater management plan Afterward the CRMP approved 
a letter directed to the County to encourage an “acceleration of the process” (See Section IV). 

¢ A video entitled Crafting Institutions for Self-Governing Irrigation Systems was shown at the 
October meeting because of interest in the CRMP sponsoring an often- discussed Water 
Users group. Although consensus on this matter was never reached, it is still on the table. 
The new Water Committee will be addressing it, I am sure. 

¢ Although Sari Sommarstrom was going to speak on her study of watershed groups and their 
effectiveness a lot earlier, she finally presented in January 2000, after the close of this 
funding. Her suggestions are and will be of great benefit to the transforming Council. 


Landowner Appreciation Dinner: The CRMP sponsored a Landowner Appreciation Dinner on 
November 10, 1999 at the Greenview Grange. The purpose of the dinner is to show appreciation 
to those landowners who participate in restoration projects. The educational portion was an 
excellent presentation by Andrew Eller who gave a two-screen (one with GIS mapping and 
photos, the other with charts and statistics) analysis of the riparian planting portion of the Fay 
Lane Riparian Restoration Project funded by Cantara and the Wildlife Conservation Board. 


Newsletters: One newsletter was published in July 1999. Another edition will be published at 
the beginning of February 2000 (See Section I). 


Workshops: Because of the turmoil and lack of participation within the organization through 
this period, no workshops were held. The previous periods had been packed with six or seven 
workshops, and we are starting up again as I write. 


Subwatershed Landowner Groups: The CRMP Coordinator has been facilitating four 
subwatershed landowner groups formally: Shackleford/Mill, Moffett Creek, South Fork of the 
Scott, and the Tailings Landowner Group. In addition, the Sugar Creek diverters have recently 
met to work on a project to pipe ditches. These groups offer an excellent forum for project 
planning and development. 


¢ The Shackleford/Mill group has done some informal planning and many projecis-have been 
implemented in the watershed (riparian restoration, fish screens, and road improvement to 
abate sediment transport to stream). 

¢ An Upland Gross Assessment project has Leen funded in Moffett Creek by the State Water 
Quality Control Board, partly as a result of the landowner group's input. 

¢ The South Fork Group is working on doing their own road inventorying and road 
improvement, partly funded by the Task Force. 

¢ The Tailings Committee is reviewing a project proposal to create a flood plain in the area in 
order to reduce the sediment contributions of the area to the system downstream. 
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¢@ The Sugar Creek water diverters are looking for opportunities to reduce their water losses 
and, in turn, reduce their water nghts by the amount saved through efficient transpon (4cfs). 


PLANNING AND IMPLEMEN/ATION 


Subbasin Planning through the Technical Work Group and Humboldt State University: 
The Coordinator has comtinuously worked with the Technical Work Group, Dr. Yvonne Everert. 
of the NRPI Department at HSU, and Carlin Finke, a graduate student who is using her planning 
assistance for the Council as par: of her thesis project. Carlin has attended two CRMP/Counci! 
meetings and met with a community group for the purpose of identifying and locating limiting 
factors for anadromous fish and a healthy watershed. The process will continue through the 
spring of 2000. Its purpose and what has been achieved (draft) so far can be found in Section V. 


Planning within the Council: The planning piece within the Scott River Watershed Council is 
just beginning. What the Council will chose to keep and what to discard of the CRMP plans is 
yet to be seen. The Standing Committees will be taking a look at the individual plans previously 
written in CRMP committees, Fish Habitat and Population Plan, Fali Flows Action Plan. 
Upland Plan, Agriculture Plan, and Five Year Action Plan. \t is the Coordinator's hope that the 
planning processes of the Council and the TWG will coalesce in a way that will satisfy both the 
Council and the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force. The community process is just so slow and 
cumbersome. Now that the Council involves many new people, which is a very desirable 
condition, they need to be brought up to date on the planning status and process. If that happens 
too fast and without listening to each and every party on the issue, they all may go running out 
the door. 


Council Projects and their Status: 

The Council Coordinator, a Couscil member (Mary Roehrich), and an AmeriCorps steward have 

continued the historical video project by filming Pinky Bill Mathews in June. Other interviews 

are planned for 2000. We do not wish that the valuable information our elders hold in their 

memories be lost. . 


aeety deCondendRDeabehenn iene remy 
written by the Council and RCD can be found in Section V}..* ’ 
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CRMP/COUNCIL FUNDING (Sec Sudget Summary and copies of irivoices in Section VIII): 


The CRMP VII funding cycle ($25,000) from the Klamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force has 
sustained the CRMP activities from May 1, 1999 to December 31, 1999. The funding for the 
months of May and December were partially sustained by previous and later funding cycles 
respectively. The Coordinator has also used funding through this period obtained from the 

—€alifornia Department of Conservation $6,000 for equipment and facilitation of subwatershed 
landowner groups. 





Budget Summary 


More was spent in the salaries category and less in the operations category, which covers 
workshop costs, for the reasons previously explained. More statf time in the areas of committee 
work, specifically Lorrie Bundy’s help with the Monitoring and Water Committees, was also a 
cause. In addition, the Coordinator has spent more time on coordinating the education project 
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with the schools because of a change in project coordinators and the need for extra help in that 
area. Some, but not all of the Coordinator's time was charged to the education project. 


In-kind and matching funds have been beyond proposal estimates. The Coordinator has very 
willingly and consistently housed and fed the Humboldt State graduate student who is helping 
with the subbasin planning, ten nights so far. 


The usual volunteer parucipation in CRMP meetings was iow through the summer. but for the 
last three months the Council attendance is averaging 30 people per meeting. The Ad hoc and 
Executive Committees have made up in meeting time for the usual standing committees in time 
committed. 


CONCLUSION 


The Scott River Watershed Council has entered a period of high hopes, high participation and 
some new beginnings. My hope is that the Council can learn from the mistakes and achievements 
of the Scot River Watershed CRMP. I see the new participation as an opportunity to reach avd 
to educate a wider group of community members. Sari Sommarstrom’s findings in studying 
various groups were that watershed groups had a difficult time staying connected with the 
community as a whole, and that those who reached the greatest number and cross-section ended 
up with the best plans and the most effective restoration projects. I wish that result for the Scott 
River Watershed Council. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COORDINATED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANNING GROUP 
(CRMP) 


JOB DESCRIPTION 
CRMP CCORDINATOR 


The CRMP COORDINATOR will work under the direction of the chairman of the Scott 
River Watershed CRMP. The goals of the CRMP will be used to guide all CRMP 
activities. The Coordinator is the one who “manages the vision, moves the group, 
and is responsible for completion of all the tasks”. The Coordinator will work 
cooperatively with the Project Coordinator, Program Manager, and the Facilitator. 


The Coordinator will be a consistent, familiar contact with both landowners and agency 
personnel. The Coordinator is to be constantly aware that a great deal of tact, patience, 
knowledge, and understanding will be critical in order to create and foster the long term 
relationships necessary to the success of this process. 


Duties will include: 
Meetings: 


e CRMP meetings: coordinate with executive committee to help set the agenda, 
arrange for a speaker, provide reports, as needed, and publicity for the meeting. 

e Sub-Committee meetings: work with the Sub-committee Chairs, provide speakers, 
help with research, write reports and develop or revise Plans as needed 

¢ RCD Board meetings: report to the Board on CRMP activities and proposals needing 
their support. 

e Task Force meetings: Defend proposals at the Technica! Work Group and Task Force 
meetings, promote the CRMP at various other meetings. 


Program Planning: 
e Assist with fact finding, information sharing, data analysis 
e Assist in developing new Plans and update existing ones 


Projects: 
e Work with Sub-commitees in research and project Cevelopmen 














e Coordinate with Project Coordinator in preparing proposals, submining to CRMP 
committee, RCD Board, and the funding agency 
e Assist in documenting each project, including before and after photos 


/§ 





Field Trips / Workshops: 
e Organize educational workshops for the CRMP group and the community: Seek 


funding, select topic, secure speakers, arrange location and date, publicize, etc. 
e Organize informative tours for Task Force or agencies 


Publicitv/PR: 
Write press releases / monthly 


Publish a newsletter / quarterly 
Develop a display for the fair booth 
Give presentations, slide shows, etc. as needed 


Correspondence: 


¢ Write leners on issues of concern as directed 
Respond to requests for information / materials 


Information Management: 

e Identify and obtain needed reference materials, help organize office library 

e Maintain records of CRMP efforts 

e Record history of area through old photos, newspaper clippings, taped memories of 
local residents 

¢ Be trained on use of Klamath Resource Information System (KRIS) 

e Coordinate with other CRMP Coordinators and staff members 


e Assist in preparing final reports 


Estimated bours /_ monthlv average: 60 - 80 
15-50 Meetings (depends on what the Sub-committees want) 
10 Program Planning 
10-20 Projects and proposal writing 
5 Field Tnps 
5 Publicity - PR 
5 Correspondence 
5 Information management 
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CRMP Coordinator's Report - 6/15/99 


I  Subwatershed Groups 
The South Fork Landowners Group has worked on a protocol to be used for their road inventory in the South 


Fork watershed as per Larry AJexander’s report to vou this evening. Larry, Don Elder (USFS), Warren Farnam. 
who will be Project Coorcinator for the implementation project, and r-vself met on June 2™ to work out any in 
consistencies in protocol there may have been berweer the South Fork landowners’ and the USFS’. I presently 
sending out a letter to all the landowners in my South Fork database about the state of the inventory and inviting 


their participation. 
1 am planning a field trip and picnic in July for the Shackleford/Mill Landowners at their request. The purpose 


will be to see some of the projects which have been implemented there, view some potential project sites, and to 
do a little PFC (Properly Functioning Condition) discussion in some of the areas. This was John Menke’s idea 


and a good one. This group loves to eat. 


I have sent out a letter to the Moffett Creek Landowners’ Group informing them of the Moffett Creek Gross 
Assessment proposal I just completed. 


As a proposal written by Tom Hesseldenz for the tailings area has been funded bv the USFWS Tom and Larry 
Alexander are requesting that that group be reactivated. I think that an invitation should be extended to Tom to 


talk to the CRMP about the project. 


0. Workshops: 
I am ready for ideas for a fall workshop. What do vou think? 





M1. RCD/CRMP Relationship: 
1 have been requested by the RCD to write up a description of the RCD/CRMP relationship. The RCD flinched 


somewhat at the idea of a MOU or MOA (memorandum of understanding or agreement). but felt that just a 
written clarification might be appropriate. The RCD/CRMP Relationship Committee will have first crack at 
reviewing the brief description; then it will go to the RCD and CRMP. 


IV. Proposals: 
I just finished writing the Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment proposal and submitted it to the State Water 


Resources Control Board (SWRCB). I have a copy here for your review. I had little to no confidence in writing 
it, but a wonderful new person at the North Coast Region office helped me out and bolstered my confidence. 


Her name is Janet Blake. 


The Jobs-in-the- Woods (etc.) Request for Proposals is out and due on August 31th. This year a little money 
($100,000) has been set aside for assessment and planning. 


Lorrie and I defended Task Force CRMP proposals in Ashland last Thursday. We done good. 





——_ 


V.  Subbasin Planning: 


On June 3" I met with other subbasin coordinators and a Humboldt State professor, Yvonne Everett, and two 
grad students who are helping out with subbesin planning by taking us all through a planning process in three to 
four meetings. The outcome of the meetings is supposed to be a planning project (thesis for one of the graduate 
students) and GIS support for it (the other grad student's area of expertise). This is funded by the Klamath Basin 
Fisheries Task Force through the TWG. I also gave the three Humboldt folks a quick tour of the Scott. 
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CRMP Coordinator's Report to Council - 9/21/99 


Announcements: 
¢ I'm pleased to introduce the new AmeriCorps volunteer: Danielle Quigley. 


¢ I'm going to be a grandmother and Gary is going to be a double Dad. 


L. 
¢ The Shackleford/Mill landowners will meet in early October to work on 2 subwatershed planning process. 


¢ The Tailings landowners will also be meeting in October so that Tom Hesseldenz can explain the present 
and prospective projects for the area. 


i. Workshops: 
Ideas for wo s for the fal] 1999: 


¢ Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new, more involved, longer, 

more expensive 1603 process. 

Training for landowners to develop effective project proposal ideas. y es 

Ranch and Watershed Training Course - another session of approximateit 10 landowners 

Riparian planting - Andrew E™ : will bring an idea to next CRMP meeting. 

The Water Committee has suggested 2 workshop to train landowners to measure flow and to inform them on 

the adjudication. 

¢ Bring in ranchers/farmers who have successfully made transition to management practices which minimize 
impacts to streams and have learned how to live with the ESA and CWA (Martin Andreas, contact). 
¢ Panel discussion of Board of Forestry rules package for watershed protection. 
TI. Proposals: 
¢ Two proposals made the JITW deadline: Water Temperature Monitoring and Scott River Geomorphic 
Analysis (a proposal presented to the Task Force, but unfunded so far). 
TV. Conferences 
¢ At Sari Sommarstrom’s invitation ] attended a Watershed Management Council Forum on watershed groups 
on September 1" in Davis. Government and agency representatives and watershed council coordinators from 
four different states attended. The purpose was to learn from each others’ way of doing things. The 
emphasis was on the government/watershed group relationship. Massachusetts, Oregon, Washington and 
California participated. Sari did a great job of selecting a good cross-section of people. 
V. Webpage 
The Webpage is up but under construction. You can reach the webpage by either clicking on the Scott 
River Watershed CRMP Council on the “Users’ Homepage” list on the Sisqtel homepage or type in the 
address: www.sisqtel/~sisqrcd/ . I would be glad to receive any ideas on making it fun and interesting. 
V1. jects: : 
¢ The edited video of Orel Lewis’ interview that was done by the AmeriCorp Steward. Paloma Galindo. and 
aired on Yreka Community TV is available on video at the RCD Office. Anyone wanting view it is 
welcome to check it out. It is really quite good. 

—4—] am-preparing a semester-report-on the-Water-Conservation through Improved-Imrigation Management — 
Practices. John Bennett and Steve Orloff have been running the project this summer with 10 landowners and 
will be doing the same with 10 more next summer. System analysis and recommendations have been done 
for all and the irrigation is really winding down. The good news is that many of the participating ranchers 
are buying additional sensors to use in other fields. Data has not all been analyzed yet. I have vet to speak to 
Steve Orloff, but according to the project proposal, we will be publishing a brochure this fall on the project 
and the opportunities using this equipment. 
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CRMP Coordinator's Report - 7/20/99 
I Subwatershed Groups 


We held a South Fork meeting to give smaller landowners an opportunity to be involved in the road inventory 
process. Only one small landowner attended, but their small amount of road, it was agreed. will be included in 
the road inventory. Timber Products wishes to go over the protocol data sheet again with the others. as they just 
discovered some concerns. There will be a meeting on July 26" to address that concern. ° 


The Shackleford/Mill Landowners had a field trip and pot luck picnic on July 13th. The group visited project’ 
sites on Dick Dews’ and Dan Hayden's ranches and looked at an example of road work to reduce sediment on 
Fruit Growers’ property. They also viewed some sites on Mill Creek where the stream is aggrading and moving 


around a lot. 


The Tailings Committee will meet on Thursday, July 22 at the Bilivar Grange in Callahan. Any CRMP member 
interested in joining that committee should, as the previous member is no longer here. 


Tl. Workshops: 
Two ideas for workshops for the fall: 


Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new, more involved, longer, more 
expensive 1603 process. | 


Training for landowners to develop effective project proposal ideas. 
RangeMac - another session 


TM. RCD/CRMP Relationship: 
Take a look at the DRAFT “Description of Siskiyou RCD/Scott River CRMP Relationship and submit written 


comments at or before the August meeting. 


TV. Proposals: 
The Jobs-in-the-Woods (etc.) Request for Proposals is out and due on August 31th. This year a little money 


($100,000) has been set aside for assessment and planning. 


I am working with the Upland Committee to develop a proposal for JITW/CDF (Jobs-in-the-Woods/California 
Dept. of Forestry) funding. 


Gary Black has a couple of landowners interested in projects appropriate for JITW funding. 


V.  Subbasin Planning: 

On July 8th I met with Dave Webb, Humboldt State professors, Yvonne Everett and Steve Steinberg as well as 
two-grad-students who-are helping out-with subbasin planning by taking us_all through a planning process in 
three to four meetings. The outcome of the meetings is supposed to be a planning project (thesis for one of the 
graduate students) and GIS suppor for it (the other grad student's area of expertise). We also me with the 
Technical Work Group to explain the process to them. Carlin Finke, one the grad students is here at the CRMP 


meeting to observe the CRMP process. 


VI. Outreach 
The newsletter will be out by the end of the month. I am running behind on it. 
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MP Coordinator's Report to Cou - 10/19/99 


Announcements: . 
The Task Force honored Sue Maurer with the Nat Bingham individual award and the Scom River Watershed 


CRMP Council with the organizational award at their meeting in Yreka last Friday. As ] said at the meeting, 
everyone who has been a pan of the process deserves a lot of credit. And we are certainly proud of Sue. 


Ww 

¢ The Shackleford/Mill landowners met on October 5" to work on a subwatershed planning process. Food — 
brought the folks back. They came up with several aspects of the visioning process that I was using to trv to 
establish a sort of mission statement or description of a target condition. Everyone decided that thev needed 
more information on the historical condition of the streams that are so aggraded in places that they have the 
dual disadvantage of blocking fish passage and making the stream bed spread everywhere. 

¢ The Tailings landowners met on October 12" so that Tom Hesseldenz could explain the present and 
prospective projects for the area. Tom is ready and willing to address the CRMP Council on the same topic. 
The reactions of the Tailings landowners were mixed but mostly positive. There will be another meeting 
soon to decide where to go next. 

I Workshops: 

Ideas for workshops for 1999-2000 were prioritized in the following order in the September CRMP meeting: 

1. Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new, more involved. longer, 

more expensive 1603 process. 

Ranch and Watershed Training Course - another session of approximately 10 landowners 

Training for landowners to develop effective project proposal ideas. 

Panel discussion of Board of Forestry rules package for watershed protection. 

The Water Committee has suggested 2 workshop to train landowners to measure flow and to inform them on 

the adjudication. 

Bring in ranchers/farmers who have successfully made transition to management practices which minimize 

impacts to streams and have learned how to live with the ESA and CWA (Martin Andreas. contact). 

Riparian planting expert, June Davis, to do field trip/workshop. (It was decided that it would be preferable 

to send Andrew Eller to June instead of having her come down here because she would be very expensive. 


‘a Be YI ts 
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The Fish and Game 1603 workshops were well attended (about 25 people each) and the information was well 
presented. The clarification of the process served to calm a few nerves. 


1. Projects: 

¢ The RCD has granted a contract to Abner Weed as this year’s Watershed Education Coordinator. Abner has 
been principal/teacher at Gazelle Elementary School for many years. He was a Seams Project participant 
and has been trained by Sue. We are lucky to have such a great guy. 

¢ The Humboldt State University GIS/planning project for the Scott, Shasta, and Salmon Rivers involves a 
community mapping process which uses local, in-the-know people to map the condition of streams and 
riparian areas. Anyone interested in participating in such a process should contact Jeffy. The Tech 

—~Committee will be involved-for-sure—A-prospective date for the exercise is November5*— - _ 




















CRMP Coordinator's Report to Council - 11/16/99 


Announcements: 
On Thursday evening at 7:00 pm at the Fon Jones Community Center, there will be a Community Mapping 


process meeting held to identify limiting factors in the Scott River watershed. The public is invited. Those who 
have specific knowledge of the watershed are encouraged to attend. 


I Subwatershed Groups . 
@ Shackleford/Mill landowners met Monday, November 1°. Don Howell was there to address the group's 


concern over gravel build-up in various places where roads, bridges, and pasture may be taken out in high 
water. Don suggested that a meeting with Ron Presley(DFG) and Michael Lamprecht (ACE) might be in 
order to determine the feasibility of removing the gravel. 

‘ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on or about December 14 to decide whether or not there are 
enough willing landowners to make a project in the whole tailings reach possible. 


Il. Workshops/Public Gatherings 
@ The Landowner Recognition Dinner was held on Wednesday, November 10". It was not real well attended 


but those who were there ate real well and saw and heard a great presentation by Andrew Eller on the Fay 
Lane Riparian Restoration Project. I have it on video for anyone interested. 

@ The next Ranch and Watershed Planning Course in the Scott Valley will be held the last two Monday 
evenings of January and one yet-to-be-announced in early February. 


- — | 
¢ The Adhoc Reorganization Commitee has met once, Monday, October 25”, since the last CRMP meeting. 


You have received their recommendations. 

@ The Executive Committee met on Tuesday, November 2™. 

@ The Water Committee met on Wednesday, November 3” and reviewed the recommended actions and their 
own previously recommended actions to compile a prioritized list of recommended actions for the Fall 
Flows Action Plan. That list is on the table as a handout. 

¢ Part of the Upland Committee went on a field trip on Saturday, November 13” to view possible project sites 
for a vegetation conversion project which would entail] monitoring the site to see if increased flows were a 
result of the project. It was felt by the group in attendance that one of the sites viewed was ideal for such a 


project. 
¢ The Monitoring Committee also met, but I was not present. 


IV. Projects: 
¢ 1am in the process of buying equipment and a storage facility for Etna Union High School District's Natural 


Resource Academy and this year’s Watershed Education Program with funds which were left from last 
year’s Program. The teachers and the program’s community advisory group has had the input as to what 
equipment should be obtained. 

¢ The-planning project which 1 am doing with Carlin Finke, the Humboldt State graduate student is under 
way. The Community Mapping exercise to take place Thursday is part of that effort. Also, it will be 
discussed on Wednesday, November 17® at the Klamath Task Force Technical Work Group's meeting 

¢ Stream Care Guide: I have consulted with Jan Mathews of the Redwood Community Action Agency. The 
estimate of costs are $1,500 for 500 copies and $2,400 for 1000 copies. I have written letters to NRCS and 
the Siskiyou County Fish and Game Commission requesting $500 each for help with publishing costs. 
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Council Coordinator's Report to Scott River Watershed Council - 12/14/99 


Announcements: 
] will be out of town from December 22, 1999 to January 10, 2000. Please feel free to call me at (315) 685-6954 


(Skaneateles, NY) with questions or needs. 


1. Subwatershed Groups 
@ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on January 20, 2000 to decide whether or not there are 


enough willing landowners to make a project in the whole tailings reach possible. 
¢ A Sugar Creek group of water users has met once and is looking into the feasibility of piping irrigation 
ditches to conserve water. 








Ww 
¢ The next Ranch and Watershed Planning Course in the Scott Valley will be held the last two Monday 
evenings of January, the 24" and the 31" at 7 p.m. and one yet-to-be-announced in early February. 


IT]. Commitee Meetings 


There has not been much committee activity this month due to the reorganization status of the Watershed 
Council. Hopefully that will change as of this evening. 


¢ The committee set up to write up a draft of Principles and Goals of the Scott River Watershed Council net 
on Novemier 23" and you have been provided a draft of that document along with the agenda for this 


meeting. 


IV. Projects: 

¢ I have bought equipment including a GPS unit and a storage facility for Etna Union High Schoo! District's 
Natural Resource Academy and this year’s Watershed Education Program with funds which were left from 
last year's Watershed Ed Program. 

¢ A small group of people met on November 18" to go through a community mapping process to establish 
some of the site-specific limiting factors for anadromous fish in the Scott River watershed. The results will 
be mapped by Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State graduate student, and returned to the group and anyone else 
who wants to add input. The next community mapping meeting is planned for January 12, 2000 at 8:30 at 
the Forest Service Compound conference trailer in Fort Jones (Bridge Street). 

¢ Stream Care Guide: Dennis Maria, CDFG, and Randy Seelbrede, NRCS, will be reporting on the status of 
funding for the Guide. 

@ The Landowner Outreach funds which have been helping with the organization of subwatershed landowner 
groups will be ending December 31". I am confident that Watershed Council funding can cover the 
continuation of the facilitation of these groups if the Council chooses to support that activity. 

¢ I attended one day of KRIS (Klamath Resource Information System) training last week. The newest, and 
most useful yet, version is in the RCD office. It is now on a CD that can be used to run the program so that 

if your computer does not have enough memory, you can still take a look. For the Scott River there is water 

temperature data, project information and photos, aerial photos, and more. 
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Announcements: 

@ lhad a wonderful holiday with my family. 1 hope that yours was relaxing and filled with cheer. 

@ The Ranch Water Quality Workshop deadline for sign-up is tomorrow, January 19, 2000. The dates of 
the workshop are January 24 and 31, with the third date as tentatively February 14°. 


1. Subwatershed Groups 
¢ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on February 7, 2000 to fill in the affected parties and 
landowners on changes to the project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the obligations of the 
various parties involved in the proposed project, will be submitted for comment 

@ The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory 


U. W i 
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two Monday evenings of January, the 24" and the 31" at 7 p.m. and a third temative date of February 


14°. 


IT]. Committee Meetings 
¢ All the committees should be prepared to meet within the next four weeks to select their representative 


and alternate to serve on the Executive Committee, which is the voting body of the Watershed Council. 
Please gather at the end of this Council meeting to select a date and let me know what it is. Consider day 


meetings as a possibility. 


¢ In my view, my duties to help out committees are the following: 

- Coordinating meeting by notifying (reminding, when needed) all members and making any arrangements, 
- Supplying cookies and coffee or tea, 

- Taking group notes, 

- Implementing actions when needed, and being the over-all support, 

- Supply resource materials when needed, 

- Any others the committee deems useful. 


IV. Provects: 

@ On January 12, 2000, there was a second meeting to map limiting factors for salmon and steelhead in the 
Scon River watershed. This process is part of a planning effort which will culminate. hopefully. in a 
Scon River Watershed Action Plan. More factors and some additional sites were idemtified after 
reviewing the list fom last meeting. Another such meeting will be held in March. I will be sure to notify 


the public of the time and place. 
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Announcements: 

¢ Ihad a wonderful holiday with my family. I hope that yours was relaxing and filled with cheer. 

@ The Ranch Water Quality Workshop deadline for sign-up is tomorrow, January 19, 2000. The dates of 
the workshop are January 24 and 31, with the third date as tentatively February 14”. 


1. Subwatershed Groups 

@ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on February 7, 2000 to fill in the affected parties and 
landowners on changes to the project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the obligations of the 
various parties involved in the proposed project, will be submitted for 2omment 

@ The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory 


Il. Workshops/Public Gatherings 
@ The next Ranch Water Quality Workshop will be held at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenview the last 
two Monday evenings of January, the 24" and the 31" at 7 p.m. and a third tentative date of February 


14° 


IT]. Committee Meetings 
¢ All the committees should be prepared to meet within the next four weeks to select their 


and alternate to serve on the Executive Committee, which is the voting body of the Watershed Council. 
Please gather at the end of this Council meeting to select a date and let me know what it is. Consider day 


meetings as a possibility. 


r In my view, my duties to help out committees are the following: 
- Coordinating meeting by notifying (reminding, when needed) all members and making any arrangements, 
- Supplying cookies and coffee or tea, 

- Taking group notes, 

- Implementing actions when needed, and being the over-all support, 
- Supply resource materials when needed, 

- Any others the committee deems useful. 





IV. Projects: 

@ On January 12, 2000, there was a second meeting to map limiting factors fo~ salmon and steelhead in the 
Scott River watershed. This process is part of a plenning effort which will culminate, hopefully, in a 
Scott River Watershed Action Plan. More factors and some additional sites were identified after 
reviewing the list from last meeting. Another such meeting will be held in March. I will be sure to notify 
the public of the time and place. 
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Announcements: 

@ There will be a field trip (inside if weather does not permit) on Juniper Management on Wednesday, 
March 8, 2000 beginning with an introduction from 9:00 to 9:30 am at the Scott Valley Grange, 
Greenview and going all day, hopefully, in the field. The presenter is Dr. Richard Miller, professor of 
Rangeland Resources stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station in Burns, Oregon. A 
wonderful sack lunch will be provided. 

¢ Another, the third, Community Mapping meeting for identifying site specific limiting factors for 
anadromous fish and a healthy watershed: Monday, March 20, 2000 at 8:30 am at the US Forest Service 
conference trailer in the Compound on Bridge Street in Fort Jones. (turn down Scott River Road from 
Route 3, after about % mile, turn right on Bridge Street, after three houses the Compound is on the right. 
The conference trailer is at the back of the compound.) 

@ The Cooperative Extension put on a great Growers’ Seminar this week in Yreka. The Scott River 
Watershed Council’s Irrigation Management project was highlighted along with speakers on such topics 
Se A EN ee SORES CREE, SS CREASY SENG SHEN ia 
Flows, a study done by Dan Drake. 

. Tam laoeing the coustay 00 cand ce the Uist of may fleet qpantehild, 1 will be aene Sem Pebseary 17° 
until March 10®. In the interim please address Council requests and information to Carolyn at the RCD 
office, 467-3975. 

¢@ The winter and first Council newsletter will be mailed out next week. 


I. Subwatershed Groups 
@ The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory met in January to review what inventory work 


has been and what needs yet to be done. They have a map with all the road owners/managers filled in. 
Fruit Growers have not yet done their inventory, but it will be done early this summer. The 
implementation of the actual road work, which will probably mostly be done on Fruit Growers roads, 
needs also to be accomplished summer/fall of 2000. It will be a push. 

@ The Tailings landowners met on February 7, 2000 in Callahan. Tom Hesseldenz, Hesseldenz and 
Associates, filled landowners in on a prospective project in the tailings and proposed changes to the 
project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the obligations of the various parties involved in 
_ the proposed project, had been mailed out for comment. The project will not move forward unless 
landowner agreement is obtained from all the landowners in the project area. 

Il. Workshops/Public Gatherings 

@ The last of the three sessions of the Ranch Water Quality Workshop was held at the Scott Valley Grange 
in Greenview last night, February 14". People from ten ranches participated and wrote plans for their 
operations. 

¢ See announcement above about juniper workshop. 


Il. Committee Meetings 
¢ All the Standing Committees and the Interim Executive Committee have met since the last Council 


meeting in January. There is a written report from each. As 
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@ Ihave a beautiful grandson named Emil Samuel born on February 24, 2000 in Almirante, Panama. He 
weighed 7 Ib 7oz and is gaining fast. 


@ The Requests for Proposals (RFP's) have arrived from two major funding entities, the California 
of Fish and Game and the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force (USFWS). The project 
proposals are due by My 5, 2000 and May 1, 2000 respectively. 


} 1 will be doing a slide presentation and taking the Technical Work Group of the Klamath Basin Fist 
Task Force on a tour of the Scott on April S$ and 6. If anyone is interested in attending or having input, 
please let me know. The TWG’s intent is to understand the issues and conditions here enough to be able 


to help with the planning process. 


1. Subwatershed Groups 
@ None of the subwatershed landowner groups has met since the February meeting. 


Il. Workshops/Public Gatherings 

¢ A Juniper Management Workshop and Field Trip were held on March 8, 2000. Dr Richard Miller, 
professor of Rangeland Resources stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station in Burns, Oregon, 
did a presentation with slides before taking the group of 18 people into the field in the Moffett Creek 
area. See attached report written by Danielle Quigley, AmeriCorps member. 


II]. Committee Meetings 
@ All the Standing Committees and the Executive Committee have met since the last meeting and reports 


from each committee and the calendar of the next meeting dates is atiached. 


IV. Projects: 
@ The dinner meeting of growers who participated in the project, Water Conservation through Improved 


Irrigation Management Techniques, was postponed due to a health problem. . 7 


V. Planning: 
@ A small group of community members met yesterday to continue work on mapping of limiting factors to 


a healthy watershed in the Scott watershed. This planning project is being led by Carlin Finke, a 
Humboldt State graduate student. The final product is scheduled for completion by the end of summer, 
2000. A wider participation is being sought and a draft document will come to the SRWC for review and 


comment. 
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1  Subwatershed Groups 
A group of Sugar Creek diverters met at my home on April 13" to discuss the Sugar Creek Ditch Piping 
As soon as proposals are written afier the first week of May, both the Shackleford/Mill Landowner 


Group and the Moffett Creek Group will be meeting. 


Il. Workshops/Public Gatherings 
Ken Tate from the Davis UC Extension , Dan Drake's counterpart there, will be here for an interactive 


dialogue with landowners on May 18, 2000 and showing how the UCCE California Rangeland Water 
Quality Survey and the UCCE Sediment Inventory Methodology can be used by private landowners on their 
own land. He will also show the results of working with Regional Water Quality Board staff, CFBF, and 
ranchers on the north coast in using these methods. 


Tl. Committees 
All the Standing Committees, the Executive Committee, and the Technical Committee (2 times) have met 
since the last meeting and reports from each committee and the calendar of the next meeting dates is 


attached. 


IV. Proposals: 
Proposals to be submitted to the CA Department of Fish and Game and to the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task 


Force are due by May 5” and May 1" respectively. The Siskyou RCD is having a special meeting on April 
27 to review the proposals as recommended by the Scott River Watershed Council. 


V. Projects: 

¢ The dinner meeting of the 10 growers and their families who participated in the project, Water 
Conservation through Improved Irrigation Management Techniques, was held on April 1], 2000 at Bob's 
Ranch House. Steve Orloff, UC Extension, Yreka, presented results from the first year of this two-year 
project, which included recommendations to the individual growers to make their systems and/or 
schedules more efficient. 

@ Mary Roerhich and I interviewed Clarence Dudley on April 3, 2000. We have a full two hours on video. 
He was most loyacious and interesting He had a great deal of information on the Noyes Valley area 


“From 1945 until the 1970's. 


V1. Planning: 
¢ I have upgraded the “Planning Cookbook” to include the Executive Summary, which includes the 


planning history of the Council and CRMP, the CRMP’s various plans and their revisions, the current 
draft document on limiting factors in the besia os brought forward in three community mapping 
meetings, and other assorted pieces of information. This marks the official launching of the “Planning 
Cookbook”, a composite of all and any watershed or pertinent information which will help in the drafting 
of a Strategic Action Plan next year. Please feel free to contribute information and to solicit information 
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from others. I will have a copy to cach committee at their next meeting and try to keep up with the influx 
of material. Anything ‘00 voluminous to include directly in the “Cookbook” will be referenced and kept 
in the Siskiyou RCD office on a designated shelf. 


I presented information and showed slides on the Scom River Watershed and the Council to the Technical 
Work Group of the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force on April 5, 2000. On April 6" J also took six of 
them on a tour which included two planting projects, one guided by Gary Black, and fish screens as well 
as an over-all view of the watershed from the canyon to above Callahan. The purpose of all this is to get- 
their input on our planning efforts. I am scheduled to meet with them again at the end of August to follow 


up on their input. 
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Watershed Council Coordinator's Report to Siskivou - 6/1/00 


I Subwatershed Groups 
The Moffett Creek Landowners met at noon on May 25, 2000, although not many showed up, to di tin 


Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment and to line out the field trip with Ken Tate, the Davis UC Extension 
Watershed Specialist. The field trip on May 30™ actually included many more landowners, probably due 
mostly to the efforts of Ric and Judy Costales to make phone calls. The group visited sites along Moffett and 
on Fruit Growers Supply land up Sissal Gulch. Many questions were asked of Ken as people are concerned 
about being held responsible for the evident sediment that flows from Moffett Creek in high water events. 
The group thought that they would get rid of Joe Santos and I by locking us in, but we escaped. 





The Skackleford/Mill Landowners met to discuss the CDFG 1603 permit issue. It seems that there is a bit of 
inconsistency in how the various diverters with very similar situations are being treated. Some are getting by 
on old permits, others have to reapply but they go right through, yet others have been having a very difficult 
time complying with regulations because the CDFG cannot tell them how to do it. The one thing that all felt 
would be useful is some help with hydrologic/geomorphologic engineering and some funding to reconfigure 
or do whatever needed to be done to comply with fisheries mandates. 





Il. W 
Ken Tate, Watershed Specialist from the Davis UC Extension, came on May 30" for a field trip up Moffett 


Creek and a presentation at the Greenview Grange in the evening. Both events were well attended and many 
questions were fired Ken’s direction. His presentation was on TMDL’s, a sediment monitoring study he did 
on ten ranches on the coast, and his work with Garcia Watershed landowners who have gone and are still 
going through the TMDL process. A great spaghetti dinner was cooked by the Scott Valley Grange ladies 
accompanied by salad and dessert potluck food brought by the Council members. It was outstanding food. 


ITI. Committees 


All the Standing Committees, the Executive Committee, and the Technical Committee (2 times) have met 
since the last meeting and will meet again before the June Council meeting. I have reports on each committee 


meeting for anyone who would like a copy. 


IV. Proposals: | 
—— Fourteen (14) proposals for twelve {42) different projects were submitted tothe CDFG and to the Klamath 


Basin Fisheries Task Force as per those reviewed at the last special RCD meeting. The fully written 
proposals are available for you to read as you wish. I defended thiee proposals today before the TWG of the 


Task Force in Ashland. 


V. 2rojects: 
Mary Roerhich and I have a date to interview Beulah King and perhaps her son Bud Simas on June 7*. 


AY 


a —_ 











VI. Planning: 
I will be presenting a report to the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force on June 29" using the new equipment 
purchased in conjunction with the other subwatersheds. 
































SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 








APRIL 18, 2000 
United Methodist Church, Etna 








CALL TO ORDER: 
e Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Gareth Plank, Chairman 
e Introductions — 20 in attendance. 
e Rules for Conduct were read and elaborated on by Jeffy, Coordinator 
e Minutes of March 21, 2000: Consensus of the Council approved the minutes as mailed with no 
correction or changes. 
The Agenda was approved and accepted by consensus as posted. 
e Announcements: 
e Lorrie Bundy, Project Coordinator has accepted the position of Area Engineer with NRCS and will 
work out of the Weaverville Field Office serving Weaverville, Redding, and Yreka offices. 
e Andrew Eller is leaving to work in Alaska for a season. 


e Open Forum: (3-minute presentations) - None 

















OLD BUSINESS 








”; Jeffy shared the “Cookbook” binder and reported on contents 
so far, and will have more information in her written report to the Council later in this meeting. 


ECE A JM MILIEE R EW &R JMMENDATIC or FRIORILY OF FROPSA 
Members that participated on the Technical Committee review were Gary Black, Jennifer Silveira, Jay Powers 
(briefly), Sari Sommarstrom, Dennis Maria, and Jeffy (non-voting coordinator). The Rating Form for Scort 
River CRMP Sponsored Proposals plus one-page summaries of each project was distributed to the Council 
for review. Discussion. Agreement that the ranking form needs more work, but number order was not 
important at this time as all 12 proposals can be and are worthy of being written. Tom Hesseldenz has written 
one proposal (in addition to the 12 proposals) for the Scott River Floodplain Restoration Study & Feasibility 
Phases and is sending out landowner agreement packets today. The Council agreed that the Hesseldenz 
“Study” should address how any lands could be affected in a hydrological sense as an integral and essential 
part of the study. 
¢ Larry Toelle motioned / Ric Costales seconded to delete the Hesseldenz proposal from the list of 

proposals under Consideration for lack of landowner agreements at this time. Passed. . 
_ @ Ric Costales motioned / Wing Hodas seconded for the Council Coordinator to send a letter to Tom 

Hesseldenz stating that his proposal was deleted from consideration at this time for lack of 

landowner support and that the Council would endorse the “Study & Feasibility Phases” upon full 


landowner support. Passed. 
¢ The Council reached consensus to endorse 12 proposals as presented: 








¢ Local Build Fish Screens IV or Scott River Fish Screening I $ 70,000 
¢ Patterson Creek Enhancement Project $ 55,000 
QP? 
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@ Scott River Watershed Council Coordination $ 55,000 
¢ Fish Screen User’s Handbook $ 9,054 
¢ Scott River Subbasin Strategic and Action Plan $ 30,000 
¢ Sugar Creek Flow Enhancement Through Diversion Piping $ 1 million 
¢ Etna Creek Road Inventory $ 55,000 
¢ Scott River Monitonng Plan (2-Year Continuation) $ budget not ready 
Temperature Monitoring on the Scott River (option for 
2-Year Plan above) year | only $ 7,482 
¢ Scott River Basin Water Balance Phase I $ 50,000 
¢ Etna Union High School Watershed Education Program $ 12,000 
¢ Water Conservation & Fisheries Improvement / Protection $250,355 
¢ Scott River Enhancement Project or Plank In-Stream Enhance. $ budget not ready 


; Discussion. Ric Costales presented background that 
regulatory actions can have an impact on our watershed, and that aspects that are counter or in conflict with 
the mission, goals, and objectives of the Council be considered. 

@ The Council agreed that the Education and Community Relations Committees, and the staff 
should disseminate information to the Council and community in a variety of ways best determined 
by topic, subject matter, and/or level of community interest. 








NEW BUSINESS 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT LINK; Jeffy gave background on County representation on old CRMP. 


¢ Ric Costales motioned / Mary Roehrich seconded the importance for the County to have an 
understanding of the watershed and to request the Board of Supervisors to take a more active role 
in the Council, specifically request attendance by Jim DePree, and for the Community Relations 
Committee to draft a statement. Passed. 














SHORT REPORTS 








¢ Standing Committees: Oral summaries were given by each committee chair on the written reports that 
were distributed to the Council at this meeting. Committee Chairs are as follows: Land - Ernie 
Wilkinson, Education - Gareth Plank, Community Relations - Ric Costales, Water - Mike Bryan, and 
Monitoring - Andrew Eller. Since Andrew and Lorrie are leaving this committee needs more members. 
Fish - Larry Toelle. Jim Kilgore reported on out-migrant trapping efforts 1 4 miles above Scott Bar since 
March 19®. Weather events have made it interesting, with fluctuation in cfs from 1100 to 2500. They are 
working to make the trap maneuverable to capture out migrating fish to get an idea of how many fish the 
watershed is producing. They mark, release, and recapture. They collect scale samples, do a fish health 
analysis, and do some work collecting water cuality data. By July he will have a more detailed report with— 
photos. 

" @ Staff-Jeffy presented a written report covering activity of subwatershed groups, up-coming visit and 
presentation by Ken Tate in May, Standing Committee work, proposal writing, first-year summary 
presentation to participants in Irrigation Management project, video interview with Clarence Dudley, 
upgrading the “Cookbook” to include the Executive Summary, planning history of the Council and 
CRMP, the current draft document on limiting factors, and an open invitation to contribute information 
and to solicit information from others. She also made a presentation of information and accompanying 
slides on the Scott River Watershed and the Council to the Technical Work Group of the Klamath Basin 
Fisheries Task Force on April 5 & 6 and took six TWG members on a tour of planting projects, fish 
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3 
screens and overall view of the watershed form the canyon to above Callahan. The purpose was to get 
their input on our planning efforts. 

¢ Staff — Gary reported on fish screen work with 5 in operation, one more complete tomorrow, another 
next week, and the Fish & Game happy with the project and use of local fabrication, metal work, and 
concrete. Riparian planting of 25 acres this year cn the mainstem Scott, Moffett, and McAdam’s from the 
north to south ends of the valley. High water caused some holdup. May need to consider hiring 
additional coordinator. 

¢ Staff -— Warren reported on pipeline proposal, irrigation sensor installation for second year of project, fish 
screen work with Lorrie, and Moffett Gross Assessment work. 


¢ Subwatershed Groups — covered in Jeffy’s report. 





SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: May 16, 2000 - Time & Location TBA 

¢ The Council reached consensus to forego the business meeting and focus on an educational format 
to be determined by the Education Committee with an informal BBQ/potluck? details to be 
worked out by the Executive Committee. 

¢ May 16, 2000 - Time & Location TBA - Ken Tate, U.C. Extension, Davis will make a presentation on 
California Rangeland Water Quality Survey and Sediment Inventory Methodology. 

¢ June 20, 2000 - Council Business Meeting. 


(4 DJOURNMENT) By Gareth Plank, Chairman at 9:45 p.m. 

















Carolyn Pimentel, SRWC Secretary 
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions 
Approved Date 

Chair 











Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted 
for approval at the next meeting. and do not become 
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 








MARCH 21, 2000 
Fort Jones Community Center 


CALL TO ORDER; 
© Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Jeffy Davis Marx, Coordinator with those in attendance agreeing to 
proceed with the educational speaker presentation. Gareth Plank, Chairman arrived at 7:45 p.m. 


EDUCATIONAL SPEAKER; Mike Haas, Humboldt State University graduate student, did not present his 
GIS website information his site is not yet up to the level he would like it to be for such a presentation. 
Instead, Richard Vanderwater, USFS Klamath Forest, described and provided examples of the Klamath GIS 
(Geographic Information System), he explained what it is, how it works, what it’s used for, and the history of 
how it came to be. Of its many uses, custom mapping is made easy, and its power is in spatial analysis to 
build complicated models. It can take pieces of information, merge them together, and obtain a model with 
new information for assessments. Most of the cost of GIS is in data collection and entry. There are several 
levels of software ranging in price from $1,500 to $17,000 or more. Looking at data is free by accessing the 
Arc Explorer website funded by Klamath Task Force. After answering questions the Council thanked Richard 


for his interesting and useful presentation. 
CALL TO ORDER continued with Chairman Plank: 
e Introductions - 21 in attendance. 
Rules for Conduct were condensed by Coordinator to “Unite”. 
Minutes of February 15, 2000: Ernie Wilkinson motioned/ Alan Kramer seconded to approved the 


minutes as mailed 
e The Agenda was approved with one modification of moving “Technical Committee Selection” to 


immediately after “Announcements”. 


e Announcements: 
e Gareth Plank has explored and recommends the juniper website for commercial uses of juniper wood 


(westernjuniper.com) that he learned about from the Juniper Workshop/Field Tour. 


TECHNICAL COMMITTEE SELECTIONS: The Council agreed on the following committee members 
although some have not yet been contacted (in no particular order): Jennifer Silveira, Tom Shorey with Mike 
Duguay as his alternate, Sari Sommarstrom, John Spencer, Dennis Maria, Gary Black, and Jay Power. Their 
next meeting is set for April 11° at 8:30 a.m. at the new Fish & Wildlife office on South Oregon Street in 


_____ Yreka between Ranch Lane and Greenhorn. They will select their Chair, review and revise as needed the __—- 


rating process developed by the past CRMP, and review some proposals. 


; Oral summaries were given by each committee chair on the written reports that were 
distributed to the Council at this meeting. Committee Chairs are as follows: Land — Ernie Wilkinson, 
Education - Gareth Plank, Community Relations - Ric Costales, Water - Wing Hodas, Fish - Larry Toelle, 
and Monitoring - Andrew Eller. 
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STAFF REPORTS: 

¢ Gary Black reported on work progress on several fish screens with concrete work and screen fabrication. 
He has crews planting cuttings in rockwork with a backhoe, and planting 800 2-year old ponderosa pine 
trees. He is doing the final work for the Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Inventory and writing the final 


report. 
¢ Jeffy summarized her wnitten report covering: 
@ The birth of her grandson Emil Samuel born February 24, 2000 in Panama! 
¢ Requests for proposals from Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force (USFWS) due May 1" and Fish 
& Game (CDFG) due May 5*. She will be giving a slide presentation at the Technical Work 
Group of the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force meeting in Yreka with a tour of the Scott on 
April St* and 6°. 
. mete eee tte phage t ste pete wie Richard Miller, 
Ph.D. Eighteen people attended visited sites on Moffett Creek, and McConaughy Gulch. 
¢ All Standing Committees and Executive Committee have met since the last full Council meeting. 
@ The dinner meeting for growers that participated in the Water Conservation through Improved 
Irrigation Management Techniques was postponed until further notice due to a health problem. 
¢ Another meeting was held March 20® for continuing work on mapping of limiting factors for a 
healthy Scott watershed. This planning project is being led by Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State 
graduate student. Wider community participation is sought. A draft document is due by the end 
of this summer and will be presented to SRWC for review and comment. 
¢ Lorrie Bundy reported finishing up fish screens at 4 sites. Working on three final reports for two fish 
screens, and one temperature-monitoring project. She is working on 5 proposals consisting of monitoring, 
temperature, fish screens at two sites, a fish screen handbook, and water balance. She is preparing for the 
start of this year’s funded monitoring project with the use of local subcontractors. There are still 5 fish 
screens yet to do this year and one scheduled for next year. 
¢ Warren Farnam is working on pipeline project and writing a grazing plan for the Scott River Riparian 


project. 
¢ SUBWATERSHED GROUPS; No repc +s. 


OPEN FORUM; (3-minute presentations) 
¢ Wing Hodas made suggestions for starting meetings on time. 

¢ Gareth Plank made comment regarding starting meetings by 7:01 with whomever is in attendance. 

@ Ric Costales commented that the Board of Forestry proposed rules changes are extreme, not justified by 
science, would have adverse effects on Siskiyou County, and since the Council is dedicated to resource 
issues, the Council should make comments on rules, and/or provide an educational event on the subject. 

Alan Kramer continued the rules topic with the need for the rules to address specifics of individual 
watersheds, and that a Council sponsored educational meeting would be appropriate. Tom Shorey 
eee yh ofr ey tear cierto Short discussion followed with 

for the appropriateness of general comments regarding the rules from the Council,andany | 











comments should be made on one’s own individual behalf Council agreed that “Board of Forestry 
Rules Comment” should be placed as an agenda item for the next meeting. 


q NESS 


N . 
Larry Toelle motioned and Alan Kramer seconded to accept the Executive Committee 


recommendation of Gareth Plank for Interim Chair for a period of time not to exceed one year. 
Passed by open vote by all present. 
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Larry Toelle motioned and Bernard Dowling seconded to accept the Executive Committee 
recommendation of Mike Bryan for Vice Chair with the understanding that he would not be available 


during summer months. Passed by open vote by alll present. 


SRWC | RCD DESCRIPTION OF RELATIONSHIP: 
Alan Kramer motioned / Ric Costales seconded to approve the Draft Policy Siskiyou RCD / Scott 
River Watershed Council Description of Relationship with one word change from “educate” to 
“inform” in “The Council’s role is” paragraph. Passed. 

RAITEGIL FLA , VE — FR ats RC UUABUOR: 

Larry Toelle presented a suggestion for collecting watershed and resource data, history, information, and 
reference materials from council members / community. This information/data would be organized in a 
fashion to provide a framework for a strategic or long-range plan. He proposed that a three-ring binder be 
kept and maintained by each of the 6 Standing Committees, one for Jeffy-SRWC Coordinator, and one for the 
RCD; and that information be submitted accordingly as to their subject matter. 

The Council reached consensus for using Larry's “Cookbook” methodology for: 1. Immediately 
seeking funding for future (within 12 months) professional assistance necessary in assimilating 
“Cookbook” information/data for a the development of a Strategic Long-Range Plan, and 

2. Seeking a volunteer(s) to catalog data/information, archive and index the “Cookbooks”. 


NEW BUSINESS3 - 
@ P.equest for Proposals (RFP) are due May 1* i 


@ All Standing Committees need to fill out the one-page “Format for Proposal” sheets for any projects they 
want to propose and submit them to the Technical Committee by April 10* so that they can be rated when 
the Tech. Comm. meets on April 11°. If anyone needs help formulating a project, contact Dennis, Gary, 
or anyone on the Tech. Comm. at least by April 5* so they can help you. 

@ All proposals MUST have landowner approval to be rated by the Technical Committee. 


SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: April 18, 2000 -Methodist Church, Etna 
@ Project Proposal Review 

@ Status on “Cookbook” 

@ Board of Forestry Rules Comment 

@ Education Committee Proposals for Educational Events 

















ADJOURNMENT: By Chair at 9:50 p.m. 
Carolyn Pimentel, SRWC Secretary 
No Corrections _ / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions = 
_ Approved Date 
Chair 





Minutes are subyect to change/correcuon when submited 
for approval at the next meeting. and ¢o not become 
official unui all appropriate signatures are affixed 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 








FEBRUARY 15, 2000 
United Methodist Church, Etna 





e Ric Costales and Sen ee ree re 
the 


Meeting called order at 7:08 p.m. by Mike Bryan, Temporary Chair 
Self-introductions — 26 in attendance. 

Rules for Conduct were read by Jeffy Davis Marx, Council Coordinator 

Minutes of January 18, 2000 approved by common consent with no corrections or additions. 
The Agenda was amended in the following ways and then approved by consensus: 

e Move V.B. 1. Background (Jeffy Marx) to LF. (just after Announcements). 

e Addl. G. Ric Costales Report on the Task Force Meeting in Brookings 

e Add V.C. Scott River Watershed Council / Siskiyou RCD Relationship 


e Announcements: 


e Jeffy - 

e Juniper Management Workshop/Field Trip on March 8* 9:00 to 9:30 a.m. at Greenview 
Grange then field tour to several sites with Dr. Richard Miller, Professor of Rangeland 
Resources of Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station, Burns, Oregon. A sack lunch will be 
provided. RSVP by March 1". 

e The third meeting of Community Mapping for ID of site specific limiting factors for 
anadromous fish will be held March 20® 8:30 a.m., US Forest Service Compound 
Conference Trailer. 

e UC Extension Grower's Seminar was successfully held on February 10° in Yreka. One of 
the several featured topics was the first-year results on the Scott River Watershed 
Council/Siskiyou RCD Irrigation Management project. 

e Jeffy is leaving for Panama to be with her dau for the birth of her first grandchild. She 
will be gone from February 17* to March 10°. Contact Carolyn at RCD office 467-3975 
while she is gone. 

e The first Scott River Watershed Council newsletter - Winter Edition, will be mailed next 
week. 

Background on Planning - Jeffy Marx described in 10 minutes the highlights of what has taken place 
since 1992 with the CRMP and now with the Council. She also presented this synopsis in written form 
on the back of her Coordinator's Report. 











February 10° & 11". The specific issue of interest to the Council was Task Force funding 
Council which was questioned by KFA wanting to see this funding attached to a completed subbasin plan 
by September 2000. A plan needs to be seriously considered for these particular funds, but the Task 


Force expressed a willingness to be accommodating. 


Ron Iverson, US Fish & Wildlife Service Project Leader for the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task 
Force spoke to the Council on Task Force funding parameters for Watershed Groups. Mr. Iverson gave a 
first hand background on the Task Force's charge. They were to write a Habitat Restoration amendment to 
include the Upper Klamath Basin, but by "90 - "91 it didn’t pan out. Action Planning has been on-going for a 
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2 
long time. Funding was made available in "92 for the Shasta basin and funding for subbasin planning ever 
since. Over 1 million dollars have been spent to promote restoration efforts with % million dollars for the 
Scott alone. Mr. Iverson corroborated what Ric reported about the meeting in Brookings. The Klamath Task 
Force is not concerned about how a council is organized. Its interest is in the products in operating plans. 
Theze is not one single operating plan completed in the entire basin. The Klamath Basin consists of 16,000 
sq. miles with five watersheds. This year the funding share that goes into planning will be increased from 30% 
to 40%. This means an average of $231,000 will be available for planning and coordinators with an amount 
of $125,000 available for local watershed groups. $10,000 for the Technical Working Group (TWG), 
$90,000 for technical support to help get plans done. The focus will be on operating plans in FY 2001. The 
' Task Force wants to see language in current agreements, which are still in draft form, that subbasin groups 
have the intention to accomplish an operating plan, but the Task Force will not be dictating a timeline. 
Subbasins should demonstrate a schedule to get a plan done. Mr. Iverson then entertained questions and 
comments from the Council. 


Discussion with Mr. Iverson continued: 
Iverson - The Task Force is looking for plan content, not a particular ideology. 
Council - “Content” is non-specific which makes it difficult for the Council to plan for. 
Iverson — Task Force / TWG has developed a guide for strategic planning. 
Council - to be acceptable, the community based plan must fit the science. 
Iverson - There is considerable agreement in scientific community as to what is needed to restore anadromous 
fish. 
Council - No plan can save fish, it is ideas that hit the ground with projects that can get to good stewardship. 
Intelligent planning has gone into the work that has been i 
Further Council comments on acknowledgement of past work - Strategic vs. tactical plans. Past plans need 
to be adopted and need a format from entities. Individual plans need to look at long-range goals and work for 
desired future condition and address limiting factors. We have plans and can devise plans for this Council's 
watershed. Principals of this Council are not just for fish, the whole community must be considered for a 
healthy community. Focus should be on all natural resources. Will this meet the needs of the Task Force? 
Iverson - The Task Force hasn't expressed what it is they are after. Are local watershed councils capable to 
deal with hard issues with plans to satisfy the tough issues of ESA, TMDLs, and water allocations? 
Council - What does “addressing” these issues mean? 
Iverson - Lay out a way Community would deal with regulatory problems. 
Council - This Council does not want to be in a regulatory mechanism. 
Mr. Iverson expressed that he would carry these issues and concerns back to the Task Force. 


OL ) BUSINESS 





supermajority so that the whole group cannot be held hostage by one person. 
 @ Follow rules of conduct. 

¢ Follow Robert's Rules of Order. 

¢ Important not to cut discussions short. 


TECHNICAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS; 


a] 








Gary did not have an opportunity to discuss the issue with Dennis Maria and feels that it is better that 
suggestion come from the community. Gary suggested that people suggest names, and that maybe regions 
could be created. Jeffy has made some contacts. Three people volunteered: Tom Shorey, Jay Power, 
and Jennifer Silveira. This issue is to be placed on the next agenda. 





NEW BUSINESS, 

N ND \ N 

1. Rotate Chair within Executive Committee. 

2. Elect Chair to serve for one-year term from Council at-large. Larry Toelle motioned / Bernard 
Dowling seconded to defer the issue of Chair selection until the Executive Committee has had a 
chance to meet pending all Standing Committees have had an opportunity to take up this 
discussion within their committees, and the Executive Committee will select another temporary 
Chair to serve at the March Council meeting. Consensus. 


3. Use facilitator 


PLANNING; 
¢ Suggestion for responsibility within Council. Larry Toelle motioned / Mary Roehrich seconded for 


the Council to assign the task of developing a long-range or strategic plan in each standing 
committee, and to document each committee's responses on a wall chart to be brought back to a 
full Council meeting to discuss and consider. Consensus 


SHORT REPORTS; 
@ A packet consisting of written Standing Committee reponss, list of meeting dates, and list of current 
committee participants was distributed to the Council to review for correctness. 


CRW ¢ 
@ The Draft RCD/SRWC Relationship Description was distributed for review and future consideration. 


SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING; 

¢ Possible speaker - Mike Hass 

¢ Technical Committee Membership Recommendations 

¢ Council Chair Nominations and Election (for a one-year term) 

@ Long-Range/Strategic Planning Recommendarions from each Standing Committee 

















ADJOURNMENT; By Chair at 9:45 p.m. 
Carolyn Pimentel, Recording Secretary 
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions a 
_ Approved Date 
Facilitator / Chairperson 





Minutes are sutyect to change/correcuon when seubmined 
for approval at the next mecting, and do not become 


official until all appropriate signatures are affixed. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 








JANUARY 18, 2000 
Fort Jones Community Center 


Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Interim Chair, Gareth Plank. 
Self-introductions - 28 in attendance. 
The Coordinator, Jeffy Davis Marx, read rules of Conduct. 
Minutes of December 14, 1999 were approved by common consent with the following additions: Add 
Larry Toelle to the Community Relations Committee, add Dal Eckland to the Education Committee, and 
add Ken Fowle to the Fish & Wildlife Committee. 
e The Agenda was amended by adding to Old Business - A. 1 - Role of Agencies, and A. 2 - Other Issues. 
Amended agenda approved by common consent. 
e Announcements: 
e Jeffy announced the Ranch Water Quality Workshop will be held on January 24, 31, and February 14. 

Deadline is January 19 to sign up for this workshop. 
SPEAKER; Jeffy introduced Sari Sommarstrom, Ph.D. Dr. Sommarstrom spoke about her contribution to 
the study, “An Evaluation of Selected Watershed Councils in te Pacific Northwest and Northern California”, 
published November 1999. This study was comprised of three parts. The first part dealt with the evaluation 
of watershed council eflectiveness, and the third part with comparisons and contrasts. Part I]: The Process of 
Council Operations” was prepared by Dr. Sommarstrom. She gave background on councils included in the 
study, and spoke on all three parts of the study highlighting areas of her study that applied to the Scott River 
Watershed Council, although the SRWC was not included in her study. She answered questions from the 
Council members in attendance, and will leave a copy of this study and other reference materials in the RCD 
office for anyone to review further. 
OPEN FORUM; 

e Jeffy commented on Sari's presentation with suggestions of more field trips, adding more 

occasions to eat together, and doing things together. 

e Open discussion of Sari's presentation by everyone present. 
ROLE OF AGENCIES: By common consent the Council agreed on the following areas 
discussed: 

e Agencies cannot serve on the Executive Committee or Voting Council. 

¢ Be aware of conflict of interest. 


GENERAL PROCESS STRUCTURE; The Draft Recommendations of January 4, 2000 were 
discussed. 


x ‘ STRUCTURE; Ernie Wilkinson motioned / Mike Bryan 
seconded: The Technical Committee composed of a nucleus of Dennis Maria and Gary Black 
as principle participants with further participation to be selected by the Executive Committee 
for the purpose of ranking proposals based on the format used in the past and to submit ranked 
proposals to the General Council and the Executive Committee for decision. Approved. 


7/ 











1. Jeffy, Coordinator and Carolyn, Secretary to contact each committee with Jeffy being 
principal contact in relaying information to people for committee times, dates, and places. 
2. Selection determined for Chair’ Representatives to attend next Executive Committee 


Meeting: 
Community Relations - Ric Costales | Education - Gareth Plank 
Water - Gary Black Monitoring - Andrew Eller 


Fish & Wildlife - Jennifer Silveira Land - Ernie Wilkinson 
3. Tasks for committees to accomplish by February Council meeting: 
e Formulate committee objectives 
e Start to identify possible project ideas 
MIN N ‘ ° 
1. Full Council - Third Tuesday of each month with February 15® being the next meeting. 
2. Executive Committee - Tuesday, February 1, 6:30 p.m. at the RCD office. 
< . 
© Staff - Jeffy submitted a written report covering activities of subwatershed groups, Ranch Water 
Quality Workshop coming up later in the month and February, committee work, and the second 
meeting to map limiting factors for salmon and steelhead in the Scott River watershed. 


© Gary gave an oral report on the work going on with the three fish screens currently underway and 
nearly completed with more to come this summer and next winter. He has also been working on 


final reports for several projects. 
e Lorrie gave an oral report on auto cad design work for vertical and incline screens to be built by 


fabricators. Her focus has been on the eleven screens scheduled for completion in 2000. 
e Executive Committee - No report. 
¢ Subwatershed Groups - No report other than what has been reported in Jeffy’s staff report. 


SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: Tuesday February 15, 2000 - 7:00 p.m. 
Etna Methodist Church 

Grad student demonstration of GIS map layers in the Scott River watershed. (15 min.) 

Update on the tailings proposed project. 


By-laws (tentative - to be determined by amount of review work Exec. Committee is able to do.) 
Designation of Representatives from Standing Committees 
ADJOURNMENT; It was motioned / seconded / approved to adjourn the meeting at 10:05 p.m. 








Carolyn Pimentel, Recording Secretary 

No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions 

Approved Date 
Facilitator / Chairperson | _ 








for approval at the next meeting, and do not become 


Minutes are sutyect to change/correction when submitted 
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed. 











SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 











DECEMBER 14, 1999 
United Methodist Church, Etna 


e Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Jeffy Davis Marx, Facilitator as no volunteers came forward to chair 
this meeting. 

e Self-introductions — 36 in attendance. 

e A list of rules for conduct was read by the Facilitator/Chair and was accepted by common consent of the 
Council. 

e Minutes of November 16, 1999 approved by common consent with the following correction and 
additions: 

e Scott River Watershed CRMP - November 16, 1999: Correction on page 2, last sentence changed 
from “Call for the question: 4 thumbs down”, to “3 thumbs down”. 
e Scott River Watershed Council - November 16, 1999: Additions on first page - Add “United 

Methodist Church” to title, and to second paragraph after “Jeff accepts” add “under Roberts Rules of 

Order” 

e The Agenda was amended by adding to Old Business - B. Review of process as presented to the old 
CRMP by the Ad Hoc Reorganization Committee, and moving Open Forum after Announcements. 
Amended agenda approved by common consent. 

e The Council accepted by common consent to have Carolyn Pimentel continue to be Recording Secretary 
for the Scott River Watershed Council Meetings. 

e Announcements: 

e Facilitator took this opportunity to give the attending group background on the organization of this 
new watershed council, and requested two volunteers to write wall notes -- Dal Ekland and Jennifer 

Silveira volunteered. 

OPEN FORUM; 

e Establishment of voting process was approved by continuing with common consent until any 
participant has an objection, then proceed with majority vote under Robert's Rules of Order. 

e Use Fish and Wildlife agreement (to fund coordinator). 

e Group discussion on pros, cons, and concerns with past (RMP and what should or could be 
salvaged or adapted to new process. Concerns on possibl: purpose of the new Watershed Council 
used as a regulatory review process, and questions on how sub-watershed groups are represented. 

OLD BUSINESS; 

= PRINCIPLES AND GOALS REVIEW.» General agreement that principles are concepts the. ——— 
Council agrees to and will abide by that are non-negotiable, and to add the word “voluntary” to the 

primary focus statement. Motion - Larry Toelle / Second —- Warren Farnum: To accept the 

entire page as presented in Draft # 3 Scott River Watershed Council Definition of Scott River 
Watershed Principles and Goals with the amendment additions of adding the word 

“voluntarily” to the first line under Principles to read — “The primary focus of the Scott River 
Watershed Council's efforts will be on voluntarily conserving ...”, and changing heading of 


Goals to Objectives. Passed. 
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REVIEW OF PROCESS AS PRESENTED BY THE AD HOC REORGANIZATION 
COMMITTEE TO THE OLD CRMP - General egreement of. the definition of “custom & 


culture” 2s defined in the Siskiyou County Comprehensive Land znd Resource Management Plan, 
subwatershed groups paricipate 2s individual community members (role of Community Relations 
Committee is vital to keep public informed of meetings, events, information, etc.), the Executive 
Committee is the voting body of the Council and always mzkes decisions in the presence of and with 
input from the larger public body. Motion - Larry Toelle / Seconded - Mary Roehrich to: 
reorganize the flow chart diagram according to Toelle’s suggestion to reverse the flow to better 
show the grassroots driven process. Motion amended by Gareth Plank to accept reorganized 
flow chart in principle with the excepticn of the details of the Technical Committee jurisdiction. 
Motion as amended passed. 

NEW BUSINESS; 


SELECTION OF INTERIM EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE; The following individuals 


volunteered to serve until Standing Committees select representatives: 








nteri utive Committ ecutiv mmitt It 
Alan Kramer Ric Costales 
Gareth Plank Keith Taylor 
Bernard Dowling Mike Bryan 
Ernie Wilkinson 
Dave Black 


BY-LAWS MODIFICATION REVIEW; Tabled. Meanwhile, review at home and send written 


changes/suggestion to RCD office for the Executive Committee. General agreement: to defer the 
following issues to Executive Committee - review of the by-laws, set agenda for the next meeting, 
select chair and vice chair for next meeting, and set a deadline by which Standing Committee must 


select their representatives. 


























NEW BUS 
STANDING COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION AND FORMATION: 
Community Relations Water Fish & Wildlife 
Mary Roehrich Gary Black Gary Black 
Carolyn Pimentel Warren Farnam Jim Kilgore 
Ric Costales Mike Bryan Jennifer Silveira 
Bernard Dowling Bruce Bradford Dennis Maria 
Wing Hodas 
Education Jeff Fowle Land Use 
Gareth Plank Lorrie Bundy Alan Kramer 
Bernard Dowling Jay Power Tom Shorey 
Ric Costales Warren Farnam 
Andrew Eller Monitoring Gareth Plank 
Keith Taylor Carl Schwarzenberg Kyle Haines. 
Wing Hodas Jennifer Silveira Mary Roehrich 
Gary Black Bruce Bradford 
Lorne Bundy Doug Blangsted 
Dennis Maria Keith Taylor 
Andrew Eller 
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SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING; 

e Invite Sari Sommarstrom to speak on her group structure study principles that would be relevant to this 
Council. 

e Technical Committee Jurisdiction 

e General Process Strucoure 
Designation of Representatives from Standing Committees 


DJOURNMENT: By Facilitator/Chair at 9:30 p.m. 














Carolyn Pimentel, Recording Secretary 

No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions 

Approved Date 
Facilitator / Chairperson 





Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted 
for approval at the next meeting, and do not become 
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed. 





























SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 


"Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


MINUTES 





NOVEMBER 16, 1999 
Etna United Methoist Church 


CALL TO ORDER: 
e Meeting called to order and introductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman, 7:10 p.m. 
e Member Organizations in Attendance (currently 7 voting members with 2 absent from this meeting): 





C_D. Fish & Game - 0 Siskiyou R.C_D. - 1 vote 

Cattlemen's Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large - 1 & 1 votes 
Klamath Forest Alliance - 1 vote Large Timberland Owners - 0 

Farm Bureau - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners -— 1 vote 
Audubon Society — 0 Siskiyou County - 0 


Scott Valley Hay Growers - ] 
Scott Valley Irngation District - 1 
Advisors in Attendance: 3 
Staff in Attendance: 5 
Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 12 
Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 
Minutes of October 19, 1999 were accepted as mailed. 
Agenda was not adjusted and accepted as published. 
Announcements: There will be a Community Mapping process meeting in Fort Jones at the Community 
Center on Thursday November 18, 1999 at 7:00 p.m. The public is invited. 


OLD BUSINESS 


MIN 4 
The Ad Hoc Reorganization Committee consisting of Wing Hodas, Ric Costales, Ernie Wilkinson, and Dennis 
Mana reported having met several times to work on their charge. Ernie read a prepared statement 
commenting on the committee’s tasks and goals. He then reviewed the Draft Recommendatio’ 4 

S iver Waters N i] that was mailed out with the agenda for ‘is meeting 

and available at the meeting. The other Committee members (Dennis Maria was absent) offered the following 
comments of clarification: Referring to Freda’s recommendations, the CRMP is suffering from a lack of 
community support, but is seeking to recover. Bi-monthly educational meetings are recommended although 
not specifically listed in the Draft Recommendations for Restructuring.. The Ad Hoc- Committee answered —_——— 


_ other questions of clarification. 


Discussion of questions and concerns: 
e¢ Do committee representatives on the Executive Committee vote for themselves or committee? 


e Issues to consider: 
e Subwatershed groups — how will their interest be addressed? 


e Is there any limit to committee sizes? 














e Should agencies select/nominate folks for Technical Committee (Fish & Game already a leading 


force). 
Some issues not spelled out in this plan - i.e. RCD/CRMP Relationship. 
Keep it simple. 
Technical Committee needs to g0 beyond “ologists” and include project coordinator, etc. 
Technical Committee rates projects on-the-ground using form. 
Subwatershed groups Can participate in committees. 
Outreach process on committees - 
e Community Relations Committee. 
e Resource issues need to be discussed with the community in mind. 

Can you be a council member and not be a committee member? 
Inter-Agency Advisory - help with permitting ease - could be appoinied by agencies. 
Voting - 5 members present and all must vote “yes” for approval of issue or motion. Standing aside? 
Upland Committee - why? If no Agricultural Committee, there could be issues that may not get 
covered in other committees. 
Are committees given a blank slate? 
Purpose of watershed council? 
Alleviate defensive posture by agricultural community. 
What about committees being dominated by interests? Lopsided? Balanced? 
Active participation will best assure balanced committees. 
Primary function is to conceive of and propose projects. 
e Concerns: 

e Economic interests of the community not addressed in the process. 

e Committees will address this issue as long as participants do. 
e Ideas: 

e Upland could be called Land Use. 

e Focus energy of Council on community vitality. 

e Community outreach and education may dovetail. 

e Make committees regional rather than fish, water, etc. 

e 

* 


Need a way to kill process if it does not work. 

CRMP Handbook states goals are to protect improve and maintain natural resources. 
Motion / seconded: To adopt in concept the Draft Recommendations for Restructuring of Scott River 
Watershed CRMP Council as presented. Discussion. Call for the question: 4 thumbs up / 1 thumb down - 
motion fails. 


Discussion surrounded the KFA reasons for their thumbs down vote and length of time needed to resolve 
——jssues unacceptable to them for restructuring the CRMP. KFA stated that the Recommendations area good—— - 
. Start at restructuring, but they need more clarification and more specific language incorporated into the 
recommendations to be acceptable to them." 


Motion / seconded: To continue the CRMP in existing form. Discussion. Call for the question: 4 thumbs 
down / 1 thumb up: motion fails - CRMP does not exist. Meeting adjourned. 


ADJOURNMENT; Chairman at 9:15 p.m. 


77 








Carolyn Pimentel 
CRMP Program Manager 
Approved Date 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 


"Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


MINUTES 








OCTOBER 19, 1999 
Fort Jones Community Center 


At 7:02 Jeffy Davis Marx announced that the Chairman, Alan Kramer would be late and suggested that the 
video “Crafting Institutions for Self-Governing Irrigation Systems” be shown. Those in attendance agreed, 
and the video was shown from 7:05 to 7:35 p.m. 


CALL TO ORDER: 
e Meeting called order and introductions made by Alan Kramer, Chairman, 7:40 p.m. 


e Member Organizations in Attendance: 


C.D. Fish & Game- 1 Siskiyou R.C_.D. - 1 

Klamath Forest Alliance - 1 Small Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)-2 & | 
Audubon Society - 0 Large Timberland Owners - 0 

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1 & 1 alt. 
Scott Valley Irrigation District - 0 Siskiyou County - 1 


Advisors in Attendance: 3 

Staff in Attendance: 4 

Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 6 

Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 

Minutes of September 21, 1999 were accepted as mailed. 

Adjusted agenda was approved by adding to Old Business “Ray Haupt, USFS Scott River Ranger Dist. 
letter effecting next month Chairmanship”, and by tabling “Water Users Group” under New Business as 
Mary Roehrich is not able to attend this meeting. 

e Announcements: Jeffy showed the award plaque that was presented t~ *** “RMP and will be displayed at 
the Siskiyou RCD office - “Nathaniel Bingham Memorial Award Preseisi: . .0 Scott River Watershed 
CRMP for Supporting Anadromous Fisheries Restoration , Klamath River Watershed 1999 Klamath 
River Basin Fisheries Task Force”. Congratulations CRMP! Sue Maurer was also awarded the Nathaniel 
Bingham Memorial Award to an Individual for Supporting Anadromous Fisheries Restoration. 


Congratulations Sue! 
FISH - Meetings have discussed how to develop proposals, looking for funds to assess out-migrant, and the 
committee has lost 2 members that need to be replaced. 
UPLAND - Has not met and has nothing to report except that a meeting needs to be scheduled after hunting 
—_— season for on-the-ground ideas. 7 . 
MONITORING - Andrew Eller met in September for pre-site rockwork for the Whipple project using the 
_ new and improved monitoring form, and at the JH Ranch as well. Committee is organizing a tool bag for field 
monitoring, and has discussed large scale monitoring ideas. 
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AG - No committee members present 
WATER - No report. Ken Maurer «fered his observation that gauging station information is available on the 
internet, and that water looks low at Highway 3 bridge, but comes back up. Water is going underground and 
coming back. Emie Wilkinson offered that upslope trees loosing their leaves after hard frost will produce 
more flow from trees no longer needing water, and there is more flow in French Cree’. and there is still snow 
in upper elevations. 
PLAN — No report. 
CRMP/SRCD Relationship - Waiting for SRCD to respond back to CRMP on the 10/19/99 Draft 
Relationship Agreement. 
TECH. - No report. 
AD HOC REORGANIZATION - Have met twice and will meet again to have an outline prepared for the 
CRMP to review by the next regular CRMP meeting. 

¢ . 

PT. USES SCOTT RINER RANGER D TER AFFECT XT MONTE 
MANS j The USFS letter by Ray Haupt, District Ranger that changed the status of the USFS 
membership from voting to advisory only was read to the Council at 2 previous meeting and passed around 
for review at this meeting as requested by Council members. The change in membership status affects Jim 
Kilgore, USFS as the next scheduled meeting chairman. Alan Kramer volunteered to chair the next meeting if 
Wing Hodas cannot. 

STREAM CARE GUIDE; Jeffy informed the Council that it will cost between $1,400 to customize the 
example stream care guide to the Scott River watershed and print it, and that there is CRMP funding 
earmarked for education that could be used for a portion of the cost. Dennis Maria volunteered to bring the 
issue of a cost share to the Siskiyou County Fish & Game Commission. Randy Seelbrede, NRCS supgested 
that funds in the amount of $500 to $1,000 could be available through EQIP. The Council reached 
consensus for Jeffy to write and sent a request letter to NRCS and County Fish and Game Commission 


for S£00 to $1,000 funding each. 
Ww N PLAN ~ 1999-2 s NS; KFA distributed a handout for 


suggested Fall Flows potential actions as derived from the plan's objectives. The Water Committee submitted 
a 3-point list of actions in July. After discussion Gary and Lorrie will gather information on what has already 
been done in the area of water efficiency. The Council reached consensus to refer the issue back to the 
Water Committee and staff to develop a combination of all recommendations to be brought back to 
the full Council for consideration. 

SALS: J \ MENT; The handout titled “DRAFT, 
August 17, 1999 Scott River Watershed Council (CRMP) Annual Process for Project Development” was 
distributed to the Council for review and discussion. The Council reached consensus to have the staff use 
this draft as a starting point for a re-write including an opportunity process for a quick turn around 
on short timeframe deadlines, for committees to be more involved in project development, and to bring 
the re-write back io the full Council for review and approval. 


GRAVEL MINE ISSUE; Educational discussion. No action. 


~ NEW BUSINESS;~ 
WATER USERS GROUP; Tabled until Mary Roehrich can be in attendance. 


x SEMENT - s ; Discussion. The Council 

reached consensus to send a letter of support for the maintenance of the Etna Fuel Break to CDF. 
‘ } t Jeffy distributed a written report covering the following: 

The Task Force honored Sue Maurer with the Nat Bingham individual award and Scott River CRMP with the 
organizational award. Subwatershed group activity with ShackJeford/Mill and Tailing Landowners. 
Workshop idea priorities, and 1603 meetings. Project activity with Abner Weed selected by RCD as 
Watershed Ed. Coordinator. Anyone interested in volunteering to participate in the Humboldt State Univ. 
GlS/planning project for a community mapping process contact Jeffy. Letters of resignation from CRMP 
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3 
membership have been received from the Siskiyou County Farm Bureau and the Siskiyou County Cattlemen's 
A - >. 


Lorrie - Distributed a written report covering Fish Screens with NMFS agreed to local review by CDFG 
using NMFS criteria, site surveys, field prep work, fabrication on two screens to start soon, and design work, 
Temperature Monitoring units will be lefi in place as long 2s possible and removed when flows come up; 
Water Balance final report provided to Jim DePree of Siskiyou Co. for data search for groundwater plan; 
KRIS updated by Pat Higgins and showcased to staff, and office computers are now networked to provide 
easier data transfers and backup. 

Gary - Reported that in-stream work done during the last month on three projects is almost completed. Road 
i tion site reviews have been done by landowner and agencies and all are satisfied. Gary reporned 
that Warren has been working on stockwater systems. 

Danielle —- AmeriCorps Report - working on EUHSD Watershed Education project. 

\ . 

KEA - Offered handouts on several topics, and announced that KFA has petitioned the Board of Forestry on 


impaired watersheds. 

Sis. Co, — The County is looking for a bridge deck that was removed from Kennedy property. Public can 
come watch the bridge being set at the Masterson Creek site on Oct. 27* in the a.m. 

CDFG - Distributed a handout on Governor Davis Signs Historic Water Bond Legislation For March 2000 


Ballot. 


ADVISORY REPORTS: 
USFWS - Commented on USFS position on the CRMP with USFWS receiving similar instruction from legal 
counsel in response to a lawsuit at the national level. 
NRCS - Ranch Water Quality Planing sessions are scheduled for Shasta Valley on November 29*, December 
6", and January 13°. January and February will be in Scott Valley. 
OPEN FORUM; Ric Costales commented on the KFA concept to free small landowners from large 
landowner regulations. Gary Black questioned definition of “large” and “small” landowners. 

Subbasin Planning 

Implementation of Upslope Projects Report 

Temperature 

Water Users Group 

CRMP/SRCD Relationship Agreement 

Stream Care Guide 

Fall Flows Action Plan 1999-2000 Proposed Actions Re-Write 

Proposals: Public Outreach & Project Development Re- Write 

BIN: Kidder Diaries - history of watershed (agenda item in 6 or so months) 
ADJOURNMENT; Chairman 7t 10:05 p.m. 
Carolyn Pimentel 








~ CRMP Program Manager 
No Corrections Corrections as indicated by handwritten insertions 


Approved Date 

















SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 
“Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


MINUTES 





SEPTEMBER 22, 1999 
Etna United Methodist Church 


CALL TO ORDER; 
© Meeting called order and introductions made by Felice Pace, Chairman, 7:10 p.m. 
e Member Organizations in Attendance: 


C.D. Fish & Game - 1 Siskiyou R.C.D. -1 

Cattlemen’s Association - 0 Smal] Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)-2 & 1 
Klamath Forest Alliance - 1& | Large Timberland Owners - 0 

Farm Bureau - 0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts.)-0&0 
Marble Mt. Audubon Society - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1 

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskiyou County - 0 


Scott Valley Irrigation District - 0 
Advisors in Attendance: 0 
Staff in Attendance: 5 
Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 4 
Guidelines for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 
Minutes of August 17, 1999 were accepted as mailed. 
Agenda was approved and accepted as mailed with notation to add gravel mine issue to October agenda. 
Announcements: 
e Introduction of and welcome to Danielle Quigley, the new AmeriCorps volunteer. 
e Jeffy is going to be a grandmother, and Gary is going to be dad to baby number two! 
© Meredith Bird Rescue Benefit Pot Luck on Oct. 16" at Greenview Grange needs silent auction items. 
SHORT REPORTS: 
STAFF - 
© Jeffy distributed a written report covering activities with ShackJeford/Mill and The Tailings Subwatershed 


Groups, workshop ideas for the fall of 1999, JITW proposals of Water Temperature Monitoring and Scott 
River Geomorphic Analysis that were submitted, attendance at the Sept. 1" Watershed Mgt. Council 
forum in Davis, Calif, the “under construction” CRMP webpage, announced that the Orel Lewis 
interview video is available to check out, and report work on the Irrigation Mgt. Practices project. 

¢ Gary continues to exercise the paper reduction act by delivering an oral report on in-stream work that is 
starting with Mark Johnson as contractor, Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Inventory final report that is 
phasing into the road improvement work that will be mostly on Shackleford Creek, and meeting with 








-—— fandowners on project possibilities for future 6ni-the- ground work — 

_@ Warren reported on work he’s done on landowner proposals, developing a prototype fish protection 
barrier for water diversion as an alternative to fish screen on the Kidder Ditch, work on stockwater system 
design, and a pipeline project idea for a Patterson Creek ditch. 

¢ Lorrie submitted a written report on fish screen designs that have been approved by CDFG on Boulder 
Creek, the design for a screen will review another design for lower Sugar Creek by end of September, 
surveying and biological evaluations will be completed by Oct. 15® , temperature monitoring work, water 
balance Phase I has been completed and final report submitted to the UC SAREP funder, submitted 
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lemperature monitoring proposal for JITW funding, and worked on proposal development for Water 
Committee recommendation to pipe ditches. 

ADVISORY REPORTS — None 

MEMBER REPORTS - 

e CDFG Dennis Maria reporied that monitoring showed increased coho counts in the French Creek 
drzinage with most marked increases in Miner's Creek in a stretch where the landowner has allowed 
woody debris to remain in the stream. An at-large CRMP member suggested this information be placed 
on the CRMP website. 

¢ Non-Industrial Timber Alternate Ric Costales reported on the Board of Forestry hearing meeting in 
Sacramento on implementing the 300'critical habitat on timberland stream corridors. 

e Small Landowner — At Large Dan Petit requested a temporary leave of absence from CRMP 
participation due to health problem and is actively looking for an alternate. 

¢ Small Landowner - At Large Wing Hodas reported that Tozier cattle are crossing the river again. 
Riparian planting on the Hodas property has been browsed heavily by deer, but what has survived is doing 


very well. 
e KFA Felice Pace reported that he attended the Board of Forestry meeting. 
‘s MMEN N Ss \ ~ Discussion 


N ) ‘ ~ Discussion 
~ The Council reached consensus to create a short-term committee to deal with 
Attendance status, New Committee for Outreach, and. Meeting Peoryanization. The following volunteered 
to serve on the committee: Ernie Wilkinson, Chair, Dennis Maria, +ing Hodas, Ric Costales, and Jeffy as 
facilitator This committee agreed to meet on Monday September 27° in Fort Jones at 7:00 p.m. 
AWS AMEND‘ : CHRONIC i REF HAVIOR PROF JCONSEOUENCES ~ 
No consensus reached. 
SRCD/CRMP RELATIONSHIP GUIDELINES - Consensus was reached to send the Felice Pace draft 
pony de bene from to the RCD Board for their consideration. 
N MMEN NS - Each of Freda’s recommendations was considered and 
discussed with the Splowina lat dehovet to the newly formed Adhoc Recommendations Committee: 
participation, meeting reorganization ~ how often, format, etc.; roles of committees 


Some of the brainstormed ideas on changes in CRMP were: Need cross-section of interests in memberships, 
need more landowner participation in projects, more subcommittee work to develop project ideas, fewer 
CRMP Council meetings, committees to develop project ideas, CRMP can no longer provide safety net, 
security, no longer our role, CRMP is about education; CRMP membership can be in flux to reflect the 
interests and times, disagreement with facilitator’s given: Member organization can send any rep they want; 
CRMP training in consensus process, everyone bring two project ideas they want to work on; annual 
retreat/evaluation including revision of $-Year Plan; limiting discussion. 


STREAM CARE GUIDE - Tabled 
NPAN™= 1599-2 ~ “Fall Flows Action Plan: Potentiat —— 
FY 2001 Actions to Increase Fall Flows with Shackleford-Mill Emphasis” was handed out for consideration at 
the next meeting. 
S: x ~ Tabled 
NDW N ~ The Council reached consensus to approve the letter 


and send it with the following changes: In the a, ther second line, add the words “helping to” and 
change “restoring” to “restore” for the line to read - “.. undertaken if we are to succeed in helping to restore 


salmon and steelhead...” 
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WORKSHOPS - The Council reached consensus to sponsor the CDFG 1600 permitting educational 
workshops to be held in Etna and Fort Jones on October 7* & 8* . Priority of other est ss 
the following order: CDFG 1603 informational meetings, training for landowners in project development 
water flow mezsurement and adjudication information for landowners, panel discussion of new Board of 
Forestry rules package for water protection. It was suggested to send Ancrew Eller to the ripari 

June Davis, rather than inviting her here. HPSTran expert, 








<1 S N - - 

© All items tabled from September 21" meeting 

© Water User's Group Video 

e November - Sari Sommarstrom - Watershed Council Study Results 
ADJOURNMENT; Acting Chair at 10:12 p.m. 

Carolyn Pimentel 

CRMP Program Manager 

Approved Date 




















SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 








“Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 
MINUTES DRAFT 
JULY 20, 1999 
Etna United Methodist Church 
CALL TO ORDER: 
© Mecting called to order and introductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman, 7:02 p.m. 
Member Organizations in Anendance: 
C.D. Fish & Game - 1 Siskiyou R.C_D. - 1 
Canlemen’s Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)-0& 1 
Klamath Forest Alliance - 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0 
Farm Bureau - 0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts.)-0&1 
Marble Mt. Audubon Society - 0 Non-Industria]l Timber Owners - ] 
Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskiyou County - 1 
Scott Valley Irrigation District - 
Advisors in Attendance: | 
Staff in Anendance: 4 Guests & Visitors in Anendance: 2 


Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 

Minutes of June 15, 1999 were accepted with the following correction: Under Member Reports, the last 
line corrected by deleting the wor osing” and inserting “concerned about activity on...” 

Agenda was adjusted and accep ding, “Erench Creek Home Owner's Letter” to New Business. 


Announcements: 
Carol Wilson was introduced as the new KFA Executive Director. 


Carlin Finke, U.C. Humboldt grad student introduced. 
CDFG has a new field biologist, Doug Killtrfor Siskiyou County. 
Siskiyou Co. is staying on schedule for work on the bridge. The next work project will be on 


Masterson Creek Road 
© Wing suggested exclusion fencing on Quartz Valley Road near Scott River Road be an issue for 





ee ee Cormit Ge 

© Jeffy read the lener by strict Ranger, Ray Haupt that was presented 10 the CRMP st « previous 
meeting by Jay Power for CRMP member information. 
Ric Costales complemented Jeffy on her excellent article in the Pioneer Press. 
Carolyn Pimentel attended a noxious weed field identification tour sponsored by the Siskiyou Co. Ag 


Commissioner, and obtained an office copy of Selected Noxious Weeds of Northeastern California - 
A Field Idennfication Guide, 

~ SHORT REPORTS; OB 

STAFF REPORTS: 

Lorrie - submitied a wrinen repon covering fish screen progress, temperature monitoring work, 
submitted a progress repon to CDFG on the Water Balance, and CRMP committee work. 
Gary - reported on the Fish and Game permitting for three projects and design work which is going 
smoothly, be is also mulching spring plantings — bark and installing protection from deer browse. 
Jeffy - submined a written repon covering acnvity with South Fork, ShackJeford/Mill and Tailings 
Subwatershed Groups, and ideas for workshops for the fall. She presented a draft Description of 
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CRMP Minutes of July 20, 1999 


end a fish screen. The Council reached consensus to have both projects submitted to the Tech 
Committee for ranking before the next meeting. 


1Ask FORCE LASDOWNTR RE COUSTTION, Submit suggested individuals and/or groups at the next 


poe . 
WATER - Submined a wrinen report (copied on beck of Jeffy’ $ report) consisting of suggested proposal 
idezs of creating a water Trust, waterusers measure own use, implement a demonstration project. 


FISH - None 
AG - None 
UPLAND - Had a meeting last week and scheduled a field trip for July 19* that was canceled for a number 
of reasons. Proposal base line - sites on Plank and Merjow ranches for type conversion with access to old 
phowos to make comparisons with identifiable locations. 
PLAN-None iro) jilow 
MONITORING — Lasse is the Chair. The next meeting will be a field trip in mid August. They are still 
testing processes on project completion. 
CRMP/RCD RELATIONSHIP ~ As the former members of this committee are no longer active members 
and no one else volunteeredfny member who sees a problem with the draft Description of the RCD/CRMP 
Relationship should join the CRMP/RCD Relationship Committee. The Description will be mailed out 
OPEN FORUM; 
e Ajan Kramer suggested with the cost of mailings that anyone with e-mail have information tranrmined 
5 An e-mail sign up list was circulated 
. suggested a need for 2 committee Jo addyess community outreach for understanding. 
° cual KFA objected to the Ray Haupt letie? Being fead to the Council. Requested CRMP 
Council attendance record for the last year. 
e Jeffy anended a meeting with Jim Nelson, CDFG, Siskiyou RCD staff and two RCD board members to 
discuss ideas for landowner issues and solutions related to the new 1603 permitting process. Landowner 
meetings will be scheduled for information exchanges later this season with the Fish & Game. 
‘ MS ~ AUGUST 17 - Ss 
Speaker - Jim DuPree 
By-Laws Amendment for Representative or Organization Dismissal from CRMP Membership 
By-Laws Amendment for Chronic Meeting Behavior Problems 
Establish Membership in Accordance with the By-Laws 
Freda’s Recommendations for Conflict Resolution 
Siskiyou RCD/Scott River CRMP Relationship: Committee Members / Guidelines 
Fall Flows Action Plan 1999-2000 Proposed Action 
Proposal] Rating Process 
Steam Care Guide 
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Facilitation Training for CRMP Members” 
French Creek Homeowner Concerns 


Tech Committee Ranking of JITW Proposals 
Task Force Landowner Recognition Recommendations 


Creation of a new committee for Community Outreach 
ADJOURNMENT; Chairman Hodas at 9:55 p.m. 


Carolyn Pimente!, CRMP Program Manager No Corrections Corrections as indicated __ 
Approved Date 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 
"Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


MINUTES 








AUGUST 17, 1999 
Fort Jones Community Center 
CALL TO ORDER: 
© Meeting called order and intoductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman at 7:05 p.m. 
e Member Organizations in Attendance: 


CD. Fish & Game -2 Siskiyou R.C_D. - 0 

Cattlemen's Association - 0 Smal] Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)-0 & 1 
Klamath Forest Alliance - 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0 

Farm Bureau - 0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts.)-0 & 2 
Audubon Society - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 2 

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskiyou County - 2 


Scott Valley Irrigation District - 0 
Advisors in Attendance: 2 
Staff in Attendance: 5 
Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 10 
Guidelines for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 
Minutes of July 20, 1999 were accepted and approved by motion and second with the following 
corrections: 
e First page - Wilson corrected to Wright, Killen corrected to Killam. 6” bullet - add USFS before 
District Ranger. 
e Third page - Uncer MONITORING change “Lorrie” to “Andrew Eller”, correct Wilson to Wright, 
add USFS after Ray Haupt 
¢ Agenda was adjusted and approved by adding to Old Business, J-French Creek Letter, and moving Open 
Forum from item VI to II: 
e Announcements: 
¢ Don Howell - County roadwork closures and conditions, and Cal-Fed meeting schedule. 
Gary/Carolyn - Planning Department has been requested by RCD to correct its mailing list for use 
permit review from CRMP to Siskiyou RCD. 
e Jeffy - Emie Wilkinson is recovering from aneurysm surgery at Fairchild Medical Center. 
Jeffy - AmeriCorps volunteer selection has been made. 
Felice - Biological Opinion on Klamath resulted in increased flow in Klumath Available through 
NMFS. 
—____»__Wing observed muddy water running in Moffett. Ric-Costales and Don Howell clarified that the ———— 
source of the turbidity is coming from Duzel. 
EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM; Jim De Pree, Siskiyou County Natural Resource Specialist spoke on the 
county groundwater plan process. The Siskiyou Board of Supervisors approved The Siskiyou County 
Groundwater Ordinance, and a Groundtvater Management Plan is next in the process. The goals of a 
groundwater protection plan have been identified for the purpose of protecting water resources of Siskiyou 
County. The two main issues concerning existing data are the need for more information from local 
residents, and the need for Siskiyou County citizens to get involved in the process so that the desires of the 
citizens can be incorporated into the plan. The planning process has not begun; it is in a study phase now 
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AUDUBON REPRESENTATION: Tabled 


CRMP MEMBERSHIP PARTICIPATION: 1. attendance status. 2. new committee for outreach. and 
3. metting reorganization: Tabled 

LETTER FROM FRENCH CREEK LANDOWNERS: Discucsion of 2 lener of concems about the Jack 
logging sale from the French Creek Property Owners resulted in the Council giving direction to Jeffy to 
encourage the property owners to get together with the French Creek Watershed Advisory Group, and for 
Jeffy to report tack to the Council on results. 

¢ ° 


PROJECT COORDINATORS: , 

Gary - Working on RCD tank stabilization and riparian planting projects for this fall with permitting, field 
visits, and designing. CDFG convact edministration has changed from Carl] Harral to Phil Warner, Ron 
Dotson and Dennis Maria. Up-slope ShackJeford/Mill project inventory has been completed and moving 
toward the implementation phase of the next project. 

Lorrie - Submited a written report covering work and activity on fish screens, temperature monitoring, the 
water belance, and CRMP committee work. 

Warren - Reported that the only thing he wes able to do was have emergency appendix surgery. (Rough 
health month!) 

‘ RDIN ~ Jeffy submitted a written report covering announcements of Emie Wilkinson's 
surgery, and the new AmenCorps volunteer. She also reported on work and activity with sub-watershed 
groups, workshop ideas (council is to choose 2 or 3 from the list she provided in her written report), Job-In- 
The-Woods proposals, subbasin planning, and outreach. She also reported on attending and speaking at a 
Congressional Tour in K°aimzvh Falls for the purpose of informing representatives’ aides on issues and needs 
in the Klamath Basin. 

MEMBER; 

KFA - Felice anended a Congressional Fact-Finding Tour in Kamath Falls. Handed out a written issue 
summary on water quality and salmon. 

Non-Industrial Timber - New Proposed Rules for Forest Practices are out. Alan announced that Dan Larivee 
is stepping down and hes appointed Ric Costales to take his place as CRMP member. 

jckivou County - Don Eowell announced the March 1999 Fish Passage at Road Culverts Design is out, and 

he will be absent for the next CRMP meeting so he can attend the 5-County Plan meeting. 


ADVISORY; None 
~ for § \ 


° eareIER ASS watershed council study results 
e Tabled items 


ADJOURNMENT; Chairman Hodas at 10:00 p.m. 











Carolyn Pimentel 





CRMP Program Manager 











No corrections, changes or additions 
Corrections, changes, adcitions as indicated by handwritten insertions 





Approved Date 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 


"Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


MINUTES 





JUNE 15, 1999 
Fort Jones Elementary School, Fort Jones, California 


CALL TO ORDER: 

e Meeting called order and introductions made by Mike Bryan, Chairman, and Wing Hodas, Vice Chair at 
7:00 p.m. Jeffy introduced Warren Farnam, an additional Siskiyou RCD Project Coordinator. Larry 
Alexander, NorCET was also introduced. 

e Member Organizations in Attendance: 


C.D. Fish & Game - | Siskiyou R.C_D. - 1 

Cattlemen's Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)- 1&0 
Klamath Forest Alliance - 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0 

Farm Bureau - 0 US. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts. )-0 & 1 
Marble Mt. Audubon Society - 1 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1 

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskiyou County - 1 


Scott Valley Irrigation District - 1 
Advisors in Attendance: 2 
Staff in Attendance: 5 
Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 5 
Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator. 
Minutes of May 18, 1999 were accepted and approved with the following corrections: Page 1 - Change 
Small Landowner At-Large in attendance from 0 & 1 to] & ]. Page 3 - Insert as follows in second bullet 
under SHORT REPORTS to read —“.. and doing documentation preparation on historic records for Scott 
River based on the South Fork of the Trinity...”. Page 3 - correct typo in third bullet under 
COMMITTEE REPORTS to read — “All other committees had no report.” 
e Minutes of June 2, 1999 were accepted and approved with the following correction: Page 2 - Strike Etna 
Methodist Church and replace with “Fort Jones Elementary School,” 
e Agenda was adjusted in the following manner and approved: Add to COMMITTEE REPORTS: G. Fish, 
H. Staff Reports (moved from A. of SHORT REPORTS). Add to SHORT REPORTS: Open Forum. 
e Announcements: 
e Wing Hodas volunteered to fill the vacancies of Vice Chair for July and Chair for August on the 
Calendar for CRMP Chair Duty 
¢ Lorrie announced openings for Fri, Sat. and Sun. at a Bioassessment Training put on by the River 
Center in Dunsmuir, and has information if anyone is interested in attending. Admission is free and 








€RMP will pay mileage- 


EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM: South Fork Road Inventory Report - Larry Alexander 

Larry clarified NorCET and USFS involvement and cooperation in the South Fork Road Inventory project. 
The USFS received funding to do inventory work and development of a protocol for several sites in the 
Klamath National Forest including the South Fork of the Scott. NorCET volunteered to coordinate the South 
Fork protocol development and inventory in order to maintain consistency across the land ownerships. The 
protc » developed by the Timber Products and Fruit Growers Supply Co, as well as the data gathered as a 
result of the inventory, is being integrated with that developed by the Klamath National Forest. He answered 


47 











2 
questions regarding hand out copies of two protocols for road inventories and stated that Timber Products 
and Fruit Growers Supply Co. have not yet decided which protocol they will use but that either way the 
information obtained will be consistent. 


©RCD/CRMP RELATIONSHIP: Members of the committee are absent and cannot report. 
WATER: None 

FISH; Felice Pace donated his photos to be added to the photos taken at the Fish Faire. 
AG: None 

UPLAND: None 


PLAN; None 
MONITORING; Lorrie reported that they are testing the plan in the field for a pre-project assessment. Some 


changes are needed. The process will be presented to the CRMP in a future meeting. Andrew Eller is the 
Chair of the committee and will rotate. More volunteers are needed. Next meeting will be sometime in July. 


Gary - Putting bark around plantings to protect from heat. Plantings are looking good. 
Doing permitting for FG projects, but funding has been held up due to a State 3 million-dollar 
budget short fall. 
Lorrie - Submitted a written report covering fish screens, temperature monitoring, and proposals. 
N ; As of June 30, 1999 Marble Mountain Audubon will have dissolved. Consideration of 
another chapter of Audubon popeenentation (if any) will need to be on the agenda for the next meeting. 
‘  Jeffy submitted a written report covering subwatershed group 


activity, workshops, SRCD/CRMP Relationship work, proposals, and subbasin planning. 
STRATEGY FOR MAINTAINING CINTL BEHANTOR; A handout “Maintaining Civil Behavior: Four 


Level Procedure” was given to the Council to review for consideration of addition to the By-Laws to be 
determined at the next meeting. 

BY-LAWS; Alan Kramer motioned and Felice Pace seconded to approve entire By-Laws document 
without numbers 4, Dismissal of representative in question, & §. Dismissal of group in question, 


under Article XI - Conflict Resolution. Passed without objection. 
Ww N N: Felice Pace motioned and Alan Kramer seconded to ask Water 


Committee to come to the full Council ASAP on what action to implement work on in 99/2000 to 
increase fall flows, and for members and others interested to submit suggestions and/or comments in 


writing. Passed without objection. 


1. Strategy Options - Handout, no discussion necessary. These are options available to CRMP. 
2. Rating Process - Hold off. 
3. Public Outreach - Ideas exchanged: Fall Educational Workshop, Project Development, 


Committee Outreach. 
Ww S N ‘ NN SES - status report 


Two sessions occurred, one in the fall of 1998 and one in the spring of 1999. Plans are being made to do this 








program egain this fall: Materials are available by contacting Jeffy or the SRCD office 
~N STIN INDW N: Draft letter handed out to Council. 


jim DuPree will ” reporting to the CRMP in July. Hold letter until after Mr. DuPree’s report. 

‘ Ww ; The Council reached consensus for continuing with 
another ies steward costing approximately $600 to $900 for work to be focused on education 
only. 

CRMP/SRCD WEBPAGE; Ideas 
Meeting dates, calendar events, watershed & council information and history, projects, facts, figures, plans, 
mission statement, objectives, accomplishments, members, staff, board of directors, volunteer registration, link 
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10 KRIS, processes, by-lews, separate icons, peges linked, committee information, on-going projects / project 
status, funder links, way 10 donate money, fish life cycles, interesting for kids, stream care guide. 
STREAM CARE GUIDE; Jeffy was instructed by the Council to investigate adapting the Trinity County 
Stream Care Guide, to see if Shasta River would like to be involved, and find out the cost of production. 
JITW PROJECT POSSIBILITIES: Tabled 
FACILITATION TRAINING FOR CRMP MEMBERS: Council instructed Jeffy to investigate who 


could be obtained as an instructor and costs. . 
MP ‘GS . RATION "CATION: The Council reached consensus for 


returning to original schedule of incorporating an educational segment at each Council meeting. 
MEMBER REPORTS: 
¢ KFA reported that they have intervening status in a lawsuit initiated by California Farm Bureau 
Federation and the National Farm Bureau Federation to overturn the TMDL on the Garcia River. 
KFA has filed a 60-day notice of intent to sue on failure to consult on coho for the Klamath 
Irrigation Project. | 
KFA is opposing the Lover’s Camp / Cub Timber sale. 
ADVISORY REPORTS: 
¢ CDF logging season has started in Noyes Valley. Timber Products is upgrading the roads. CFIP 
is involved in @ cost share program for thinning and tree planting for erosion control. Joel Segal is 
leaving CDF to start a business called Break Time in Yreka 
S N MS - N 
Jim DuPree County Groundwater Ordinance Report 
Groundwater Plan Letter to County 
Review Freda’s recommendations 
SRCD/CRMP Guidelines 
Strategic Plan for Maintaining Civil Behavior 
Audubon Representation 
Fall Flows Action Plan — written recommendations 
Proposal Rating Process 
Public outreach in proposal development 
CRMP/SRCD Webpage ~ ideas and costs 
Report on Stream Care Guide Possibilities 
JITW Project Possibilities 
Facilitation Training for CRMP Members 
ADJOURNMENT; by Chairman at 10:00 p.m. 
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Carolyn Pimentel 
CRMP Program Manager 
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Approved Date 








Acting Chair or Vice Chair 











Standing Committee Reports to Scott River Watershed Council on June 20. 2000 


Community Relations Committee 
£-1£-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 





Present: Ric Costales, Mary Roehrich, Larry Toelle, Carolyn Pimentel, Jeffy Davis 
Mars, Marcia Armstrong 


¢ Federal Nexus issue as deterrent to confidence in the Council and RCD process; Land 
Committee thinks that real examples the nexus being a problem for landowners should be 
brought to light and then discuss the strategy for avoiding such situations. 


Marcia 4 -mstrong was invited to help supply some information on the issue of federal nexus. 
The Federal Nexus comes into play in discretionary decisions such as permitting and funding 
through federal agencies. The Federal Nexus ceases when a contract is signed and a project is 
initiated. Marcia has an agreement with language to prevent additional restrictions or regulations 
on landowners which go beyond the original project scope. It is a qualified granted permission. 


¢ Outreach strategies to pursue immediately 
The idea of having a full page Pioneer Press insert sponsored by the Scott River Watershed 


Council quarterly came up. Since there is more room than the Council could probably fill up 
with an events calendar and news related to the Council, the committee had the idea of 
sponsoring a dialogue on some particular issue by soliciting a crosc section of interest groups or 
their representatives to respond (eg the Federal Nexus issue, Forest Practice Rules, etc.). 


¢ Possibly combining meetings with Ed Committee 
The Community Relations and Education Committees will be meeting together on June 12, 


2000. 


¢ Actions taken: 

> Organize a meeting among Tailings Landowners, Tom Hesseldenz, USFWS, any other 
funding agency involved to work out agreement language acceptable to all which will 
protect the landowner from exposure to periphery ESA or Clean Water liabilities. 

> Larry and Ric agreed to find cass where the Federal Nexus has been a landowner’s 
problem as a result of agency funding for a project on their land. 

> Prepare an agenda worksheet so that the Executive Council can attend a Siskiyou 
County Board of Supervisors meeting in July after the Fourth. Prepare 15 min “Power 


Point Presentation” that they can give. 





> Call Bill Hoy and Jeff Fowle to discover any information they may have on the rumor 





that an agency wants to buy up riparian areas in the Shasta and Scott. 
> Talk to Daniel Webster about doing the Watershed Council Pioneer Press insert. 


¢ Nest meeting date: Monday, June 12, 2000, 6 pm; Bob's Ranch House 
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Fish Committee 


£-9-00 Meeting Report for 
Scott River Watershed Council 


+ Present. Larry Toelle, Dave Black, Jennifer Silveira, Gary Black, Jeffy Marx, 
Coordinator 
+ Discussion — 
y 
> Jennifer gave background - BOR working on E1S/Flow Study- Council needs to obtain 


whatever documents are available 
> Latest interim study allows for half of previous interim flows 


> Is private or public acquisition of riparian areas what we want in Scott? We need to keep 
ranchers in business 
> Situation in Shasta 
> BLM & CDFG trying to buy Big Springs area 
> Conservation easements in riparian areas 
> Should take advantage of situation when Klamath Fisheries Management Council 
(KFMC) comes to Yreka in October. Will be in Weitchpec on February 23, 2001 
Karuks are trying to obtain a legal commercial fishery (would come out of current tribal 
allotment. 
Effects of net hole size on genetics of fish? 
Break discussion/presentations into “outside” and “inside” of the Scott watershed 
What spawning habitat capacity does the Scott have? Find the name of fellow who did a 
report on available spawning habitat a few years ago. 
Gather other such questions ahead of event. 


Vvvvwv v 


Vv 


Need water balance in order to do accurate planning 

Include SVID management in planning efforts 

Action items: 

Invite Kay Bryan to speak at June Council meeting on CalFed 

Talk to Jim DePree about a County rep at next Council meeting 

Seek spawning habitat capacity study 

Obtain whatever documents are available from Upper Basin EIS and Flow Study 
Agenda items for next meeting: 


Planning . 
Things we can affect within the watershed 


Outside watershed issues 
Education 
Next meeting date: Tuesday, June 6, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on 
Bridge Street in Fort Jones. 
Monitoring Committee 
Report for 5-23-00 Meeting 
to 
Scott River Watershed Council 


VevvVVevY 


— 
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Members present: Car] Schwarzenberg, Tom Shorey, Cliff Munson, Jeffy Marx, Coordir. aor 


It wes decided that Tom Shorey would be the Monitoring Committee's Executive 
representative at the June $* Executive meeting and the June 20" Council meeting and that 
Clifford Munson would be the Executive Representative for the July meeting. 

% The goal and objectives of the committee were reviewed and somewhat revised: 


Goal: To measure the restoration program at site specific and watershed levels to improve 
the appropriateness and effectiveness of past, present, and future projects. 


Added: 

1. E. Gather, organize and compile data ina useable format. 
F. Expand photo monitoring as an immediate and viable tool, especially with 
landowners. 
G. Do a report on each parameter each year. 

Il. A. Motivate landowners to monitor own management effects by offering workshops, 
field trips, technical assistance, and financial support on a sustained basis. (Bring in 
people from agencies which threaten or seem to threaten.) 

The committee also discussed the Ken Tate landowner workshop coming up, and thought of 
some questions that should be asked of him: 


Do all basins have such a wide variety of soils types as the Scott? 
What are the TMDL parameters we need to look at and how do we prepare for them? 
What are the things we need to <0 to prepare for the TMDL? 


Land Committee 
£-10-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 


Present:, Gareth Plank, Doug Blangsted, Ernie Wilkinson, Jeffy Marx 


The Draft Upland Management Plan was distributed for comment. 


Forest Stewardship Workshop (letter from Gary Nakamura) was considered and it was decided 
that such a workshop, which is particularly aimed at small landowners with timber, would be a 
great idea for October or November. Jeffy will talk to Gary Nakamura abou it. 





Upland vegetative management experiment project development- 





The current vegetation management project on Gareth Plank’s (CDF) can use some additional 
help on the following aspects: 
Gathering baseline data 
Technical expertise for the experimental aspects of project - contact John Menke and/or 
Gary Nakamura, possible doctoral or masters thesis project 
Reestablishment of vegetation and grass 
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Impoundment of water for interim watering of new vegetation 
Measurement of rate of infiltration- comparison of depth in different locations 
Secondary treatment(7) 

Proposal for JITW money 


Will include some aspects of Plank project and include an additional site (Noyes Valley, Hayden, 


Walker, Dowling 7) 
Historical research of upland vegetation changes 


Federal Nexus Issue 


Request the Community Relations Committee come up with specific examples of landowners 
being hung out to dry for having participated in a federally funded project. Want to seek ways to 
avoid such experiences here. 


Next meeting date: Wednesday, June 7, 2000, 7 pm; Siskiyou RCD Office 


Water Committee 
5/10/00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 


Present: Ken Maurer, Jeff Fowle, Jeffy Marx 


Even though attendance was very sparse, those present were very productive in writing up a draft 
goal and objectives for the committee: 


DRAFT Goals and Objectives of Water Committee 


Goal: Work for adequate water quantity and quality in the Scott River watershed to meet the 
migration, spawning, and rearing needs of salmon and steelhead stocks without limiting 


other beneficial uses. 


Objectives: 
1. Identify what times are critical to salmonid life cycles and what parameters are 

necessary within those times to maintain salmonid health. 

2. Increase flows during periods critical to salmonid life cycles. 

3. Reduce human-caused limiting factors on water quality. 


Next meeting date: (proposed by Jeffy) Wednesday, June 14, 2000 (Flag Day) 7350am 
Bob's Ranch House 
Scott River Watershed Council 
Technical Committee Meeting Notes 
£-19-00 
Present: Sari Sommarstrom, Jay Power, Gary Black, Jennifer Silveira, Tom Shorey, Jeffy 
Marx 
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Problem: On-the-ground projects with multiple elements and limiting factors being 
adéressed may out score otherwise top priority projects such as fish 
screens | 

Solution: Maximum number of points in Section D (Limiting Factors) is 16 


Problem: Conflict of interest situations where a Technical Committee member has 
vested interest in a project. 
Solution: That person will not rank such projects. 


Decision: Average the points of each person on each project and then rank them 
according to point averages 


Ranking procedures for projects other than on-the-ground (ie education, organization, 
planning, study, research) 

Discussion: E-H may need wider point spread; replace Section D for educational or 
organizational proposals with # of people affected or % of watershed affected; look at ERO 
rating forms, level of landowner/community participation, better not to force a numerical ranking 
between categories, shou'd decide ahead of time how many in each category should be written 
up as proposals, cost benefit for educational projects is difficult to gage. 


Decision: Jeffy will bring the CDFG ranking criteria for educational, organizational, 
study/research, planning 


Tech Committee's role is primarily to help develop proposals, ok to use funder's criteria for 
ranking purposes 


Recommendations to Council on project priorities: Fish screens; diversion list needs to be 
updated and priontized. 


State-of-the Watershed Annual 

An annual meeting where the group critically reviews what they have done 

Sari will get a copy of the Grand Ron (sp) report to look at 

Types of information to include in report: 
% fence 4, fish screens completed and yet to complete, acres planted, activities done, 
monitoring report on temperature, sediment, fish counts, etc, USFS reports, miles road 
inventoried and repaired, see Sari’s $-year report for some information, gage station, map 





of fish distributions, snorkel counts, French Creek V° bar graphs, combine #’s from— 





diverse sources. 


Nest Meeting: Tuesday, June 13, 2000, 8:30 am, USFS Conference Trailer, Fort Jones 
1. Task Force Subbasin Plan Format; 2. Temperature monitoring results (Jennifer); 
3. Criteria for other project types (CDFG — Jeffy); 4. Field trip in aflernoon (7) 


Co 
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Water Committee 
3/29/00 Meeting Report 


Present: Mike Bryan, Ken Maurer, Jay Power, Warren Farnam, Jeffy Marx 

The following projects were discussed and the committee's recommendation 

on cach one follows it. Numbers 1-4 will be sent to the Technical Committee: 

1. Phase I] of Water Balance to be resubmitted for funding - can be submitted to 
Technical Committee for review and rating without need to be returned to the Water 
Committee, possible contractors for the work are Mike Deas, Dr. Robert Willis Landowner 
water temperature monitoring- small watershed focus project with Ken Tate - UC Davis 

2. Patterson Creek ditch piping - to be submitted to Technical Committee pending cost 

estimate 

Sugar Creek Ditch piping - to be submitted to Technical Committee 

4. *Landowner Riparian Planting Project -on a smaller scale to be submitted to the Technical 
Committee, will included some experimental companion planting of grasses to increase 
wildlife benefit and to help discourage the invasion of noxious weeds. 

¢ Companion planting in riparian areas to discourage noxious weeds and increase wildlife 
habitat - will include experiment in companion planting in the Landowner Riparian Planting 
Project 

@ Headgates - recommend including them with fish screen proposals where feasible 

@ Diversion Inventory - to be included in proposal seeking help with Scott River Action Plan 

@ Cost-effectiveness study of piping ditches - will be included in proposals for implementation 

of ditch piping on Patterson and Sugar Creeks 

Scon River Land and Water Trust - 100 controversial among members to recommend 

Scon River Groundwater Plan - responsibility of County 

Riparian fencing and planting (Martins) - has been funded through other grants 

Shackleford Creek- clearing a channel at the mouth on a yer:'y basis for Chinook access; 

Gary Black may write this up although the Water Committee made no determination on it. 


od 


RecommenZations to Education Committee: 
Have Stee Orloff talk on the Irrigation Management Project. 
Siskiyou County Department of Agriculture on noxious weeds and mapping. 


Ken Maurer reported on some research, data analysis, and conclusions he has come to 
regarding necessary data collection. 

The committee agreed that the data list he had corresponded a great deal to the 
parameters of part I] of the Water Balance study which is being resubmitted for funding. 





Agenda items for next meeting; 
@ Rescheduling of field trip 
@ Review everyone's write-up of goals and objectives 


Nest meeting: Wednesday, April 26, 2000, 7 pm; Bob's Ranch House, Etna 
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Education Committee 
3-30-00 Meeting Report 


Goal: Being as receptive as we are project've, disseminate current and accurate natural 
resource information from varied sources and viewpoints in order to promote 
dcbate and informed decisions. 


Members present: Gareth Plank, Andrew Eller, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator 
Question to put to whole committee: Do we need a quorum to make decisions? 


Education Proposal 
It was decided (because of lack of time for another meeting) that a separate proposal will be 


written rather than included in the Council funding as it is this year. It is important to assure a 
balanced view is represented in any educational presentations. 


Educational Events: 


There was some discussion on TMDLs and the correct approach. A community education piece 
in the newspaper as a G2 on resource terminology with prizes for correct answers from specific 


school classes was also discussed. 


Nest month's agenda suggestions: Workshop, educational meeting priority and schedule. 
Review letter sent to Ron Iverson and determine if a more specific request is needed in addition. 


Next meeting date: 
Although Thursday, April 27" was chosen, it needs to be changed. 
Fish Committee 
3-29-00 Meeting Report 


+ Present: Larry Toelle, Dave Black, Dennis Maria, Jim Kilgore, Don Judd, Brenda 
Olson, Jeffy Marz, Coordinator 
+ Proposal decisions: 
The following proposals will be sent to the Technical Committee: 
1. Patterson comprehensive restoration ~ fish screen, stock water system, bank 
stabilization (keeping it as fish friendly as possible) 
2. Fish screens - 1 on Wildcat, 1 on Miners, 1 on South Fork, Shackleford, pump screen 
~~} Fish Screen Users Handbook” 
4 Tailings Mood plain project study pending all involved landowners agree 
5. *Standing Crop Assessment (juvenile salmonid counts in tribs) — has been written by 
USFS and funded for one: -ar in Scott; to be expanded to tribs? 
6. Young's Dam passage improvement - pending agreement from SVID folks 
> Planning 
Include diversion inventory in planning proposal 
Possibility of temporary exemption for landowners participating in a diversion study, 


by 














assessmemt, MOA with agencies to the effect that if a violation exists and steps will be 
taken in the future, no immediate citation will be given. Brenda O. can speak to NMFS 
about such a possibility. 
Big Slough fisheries possibilities (was a coho spawning area in 1960's (Dave B.) 
High priorities: 
More H20 for fish 
Screens 
Passage: Young's Dam 
Out-migrant Trapping (Jeffy will speak to Sam Williamson to see if he needs more 
funding for ovtmigrant trapping for next year, and she will put article in paper 
soliciting volunteers for helping with this year’s trapping as they are short-handed.) 
Handbook for Screen Users 
Education Suggestion: 
Don Judd telling his Alaskan commercial fishing stories (Fall 2000) 
+ Fish Committee wants to go on record as supporting the Water Committee's 


encouragement of riparian protection and planting. 


* Next meeting date: Tuesday, May 9, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on Bridge 
Street in Fort Jones. 


"“fonitoring Committee 
Report for 3-29-00 Meeting 
Members present: Andrew Eller, Lorrie Bundy, Carl Schwarzenberg, Dennis Maria, Tom 
Shorey, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator 


Education Ideas: 

Importance of road monitoring standardization! 

Have a workshop focusing on monitoring techniques and their relative effectiveness (Invite 
Revital Catz Nelson, NCWQCB, Ken Tate, Applegate Watershed Council, Kelly Connor 
Make PFC (Properly Functioning Condition) Workshop annual event 


Road Monitoring Issues: 
Tom Shorey, Fruit Growers, gave a report on the status of the Shackleford/Mill Inventory and 


upcoming implementation. The work plan, developed according to the inventory 
recommendations, is in the process. ht will need to be reviewed by JITW/USFWS. Fruit Growers 
wil! have some additional funding from F&G to implement beyond the JITW money. 
Implementation will be in the Shackleford drainage as it is an over-all high sediment priority. 
Tom also reported on the monitoring that has been going on and how FG is seeking new and 
improved sediment measuring procedures. The present monitoring includes: V*, pebble counts, 
temperature monitoring, photo monitoring, turbidity, bioassessment, stream condition 

______ monitoring. Fruit Growers is interested in any program $ 10 help with turbidity monitoring —— -——- - 
especially in Moffen Creek, where Council/RCD has a sediment assessment funded. 





Agenda items for next meeting: 

¢ Focus on project monitoring (need Gary Black present) 

¢ Homework for committee members: Read over goals and objectives and have any 
suggested changes in writing at mxt meeting 


Next meeting: Tuesday, April 25, 8.30 am; Scot Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones 
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Land Committee 
4-10-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 


Members present: Ernie Wilkinson, Gareth Plank, Stu Farber (Timber Products), Jim DePree, 
County Resource Specialist 
Staff present: Jeffy Davis Marx 


Jim DePree requested input from the Land Coimittee on a proposal for new rules on Forest 
Service roads, which include a roads analysis on the national level, no new roads without 
showing compelling need for them, and the decommissioning of unneeded roads because 
maintenance dollars are not available. Jim wanted the input because he was writing a comment to 
be submitted by Siskiyou County. 


The members present made it clear that such a proposal, in their opinions added another layer of 
bureaucracy that would make sure that nothing was ever accomplished on the ground with regard 
to roads. We are currently doing road inventories throughout the watershed, and the decisions on 
roads should be made locally. The federal government needs to coordinate with the Siskiyou 


County Land Plan. 


Stu Farber , Timber Products, came to the committee with a project proposal idea: a road 
inventory on Etna, North Fork of French Creek, and Clark's Creek on Timber Product land. The 
committee recommended that the other land owners/managers in the watershed be contacted to 
see if they were also interested in the inventory. Timber Products is willing to do the 
implementation of the road erosion reduction phase. 


(Jeffy has since found other landowners and managers interested in pursuing such a project and 
she has written it up for the Tech Com.) 


Further discussion of the project on upland vegetation’s effects on infiltration and flows as well 
an historical baseline established throught photo and document research was tabled until the next 
meeting as it probably is not a candidate for fisheries funding. The no-till drill and noxious weed 
mapping were project ideas that were also tabled. 


Nest meeting date: Wednesday, May 10, 2000, 7 pm; Siskiyou RCD office 


Community Relations Committee 


4-17-00 Meeting Report 
to the Scott River Watershed Council 





Present: Ric Costales, Bernard Dowling, Mary Roehrich, Larry Toelle, Carolyn Pimentel, 
— Jefty Davis Marx 








Goals, objectives, strategies 


@ Goal: Build a greater sense of community in order to develop a common vision. 


@ Build confidence in the Scon River Watershed Council process 
¢ Provide a practical forum to build confidence in secking solutions to volatile issues 


¢ Attract wider input from the community 
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¢ Convey a sense of empowerment and hope to people 


Suategies for achieving objectives: 


¢ 
¢ 
7 
cs 


Involve business community 

Have membership sign-up lists at meetings. 

Have members do presentations about the Council to other community groups 

Get newsletters out more frequently and to all boaboiders. Try to use Pioneer Press 
Special Edition as a conduit and be willing to pay for space. 

Invite people from out of the are2z who have had similar experiences to those we are apt 
to have or are having. 

Send the Executive Council to a Siskiyou County Board meeting the County does not 


start sending a regular representative. 


The Committee also discussed ways to attract landowners to Ken Tate’s May presentation. 
They encourage every person present at the April Council meeting to bring a few 

land. wners to the May presentation. The emphasis is on the fact that Ken Tate is expecting 
an interactive event. He wants and needs landowner input. The presentation could be 
described as offering “tools for your own self-defense”. 


7 


Next meeting date: Monday, May 15, 2000, 6 pm, Bob’s Ranch House. 

















* Other discussion: 

* Fis veries issues outside the Scom watershed were discussed, 

© The various fisheries manegement organizations: Klamath Fisheries Management Council, 
Pacific Fisheries Management Council, Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission 


(US/Canadian issues) 


* Importance of smolt trapping (now going on) to see what we are producing. 

® Tailings Project presentation and discussion: 
Tom Hesseldenz: Update on tailing’s project as revised: Phases: 1. Scoping, EIR (studies), 
interim pilot reach streambank work. 2. Flood plain widening through out tailings reach. 3. 
Quarrying under umbrella permits sought in phase 1. 
Two landowner categories: those directly involved will sign consent agreements. Those 
possibly affected will have input during EIR process. 
Wants to slow down the approvals process 
Project may be expanding to 7 or 8 miles because of some downstream interested 


landowners. 


CEQA/NEP A process provides opportunity for affected, non-participating landowners. 
Alternatives developed: No action. Creating floodplain. Set up for future quarrying. Flatten 
everything. Riprap whole 5 mile reach. 

Studies are on hydrology. Species surveys are done. Look at economic impacts including 
potential future crusher sites. Detailed EIR now saves piecemeal permitting later. 
Key steps: Complete landowner approval. Do streambank stabilization this summer in pilot 
reach. New proposals now would fund permitting process, EIR, and all studies involved. 


Fisheries benefits: slow healing process as fine sediment is allowed to fill in spades in 
cobble, possibly leading to riparian vegetation. 


Larry Toelle has acted as scribe and spokesperson for a group of landowners with concerns 
over project, property rights. Requests that Tom H. slow down process and that he participate 
in SRWC process. Open scoping process. Moving ahead »n the pilot reach on-the-ground 

oroject will bring confidence to opponents. To open scoping: more media coverage, put 
project through SRWC Process, use the project to leverage more participation in SRWC. 
Wants to see language in proposal to terget loca! people to be hired for work where possible. 
Questioning of Army Corps’ legal involvement in these projects. Jennifer Silveira to bring in 
info connecting ACE to the Clean Water Act. 
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Standing Committee Reports to Scott River Watersh ou 
3-21-00 


Education Committee 
3-1-00 Meeting Report 
Members present: Ancrew Eller, Wing Hodas, Bernard Dowling, Keith Taylor, Danielle 
Quigley 
Wing Hodas can no longer serve zs alternate representative because he is the Water Committee’s 
representative to the Executive Council. A new alternate will need to be elected at the next 
meeting when more members are present. 
Workshop ideas: 
Industrial Hemp (Wing): 
¢ Viable economic option for Scott Valley 
¢ Wing has written to state senate members to no avail 
@ Danielle has materials available on industrial hemp and textiles manufactured 
from it. She will bring them next month. 
Fisheries terminology (e.g. target species, ecological stability, TMDL, etc.) 
Publish monthly in paper 
History/introduction 
Legislation involved Keep it all neutral in tone 
Implications 
Bibliography of sources 
Include such topics as sea lions, sediment (what is “natural” sediment?) 
Klamath Task Force: 
Need to know what they want. Drafi letter requesting to know their concerns and 
can they give us quantifiable information? 
Letter from Education Committee or Council? 


Announcement: 
March 14, 2000 in Sacramento: public comment on State Board of Forestry Rules 
Logging regulations will effect small timber 
Shuttle provided by KARE 

Next month's agenda suggestion: 
Definitions of TMDL’s, history/ timeline, what's required, purpose, pro/con, sources of 
information 

Next meeting date (tentative): Wednesday, April 5, 2000, 6:30 pm; Scott Valley Bank 


e*?2e¢ef ¢& @¢@ ¢ 


Monitoring Committee 
2-14-00 Meeting Report 


Members present: Andrew Eller, Lorrie Bundy (staff), Jeffy Marx (staff) 





As few people were present, it was a short meeting. 


Lorrie stated that she would resubmit the monitoring proposal for the years 2 and 3. (Year 1 was 
funded by the CDFG for 2000.) She wishes to include money for landowner monitoring. That 


would be about the only change from the original proposal. 


Next meeting: Thursday, March 23, 2000, 8:30 am; Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort 
Jones 
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Land Committee 
3-14-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 


Members present: Gareth Plank, Ray Heupt, Warren Farnam, Emie Wilkinson 
Staff present: Jeffy Davis Marx 


Plan revisions: The committee reviewed and recommended « few revision to Scon River 
Watershed CRMP Upland Management Action Plan. This revised plan will be included in the 


information submitted for the Council strategic planning process. 


Educational topic recommendations, also included in the Upland Plan as revised: 

@ Effects of vegetation amounts, species, and classes on stream flows 

@ Strategies to limit intrusion of brush and juniper and to introduce native grasses and/or other 
grasses or other less invasive native brushes. 

¢ Effects of various type> of vegetation on ground water absorption and snow pack 

¢ Fire ecology 

¢ Road design and management 

¢ Effects and or limitations of soil types and conditions on vegetation 

¢ Effects of vegetation management strategies on wildlife 

@ Seek alternatives to petrochemicals and detergents (targeting urban use) 

¢ Survey and mapping of noxious plants 


Projects: 


Jeffy will write up on short proposal format an historical photo and literature research project 
with a goal of establishing an historical baseline for upland vegetation species, densities, and 
classes. 


Study responses in 6 to 8 sites treated with different vegetation management strategies by 
monitoring ground water levels, water flows, and infiltration rates. If possible, also monitoring 


wildlife responses. 
Provide the use of a no-till drill for upland grass planting. 
Next meeting date: Monday, April 10, 2000, 7 pm; Siskiyou RCD office 


Water Committee 
3/16/00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council 








Present: Mike Bryan, Lorrie Bundy, Bruce Bradford, Annie Bradford, Wing Hodas, 
Carolyn Pimentel, Jeffy Marx 


Jeffy updated the committee on the Executive Council's recommendation for the strategic 
planning process. 


Projects: 
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@ Phase IJ of Water Balance 10 be resubmitted for funding - can be submitted to Technical 
Committee for review and rating without need to be returned to the Water Committee: 
possible contractors for the work are Mike Deas, Dr. Robert Willis 

@ Landowner water quality monitoring project with Dr. Ken Tate 

¢ Piping of Patterson Creek ditch 


Other ideas for future projects and their improvements: 


@ Increased and improved communications between project coordinators and participating 
landowners 

Work with power company on seeking breaks for alternative stock wzter systems 

Study the cost benefits of piping ditches 

Better engineering of stock water systems to minimize maintenance 

Channel reconfiguration at mouth of Shackleford Creek 


* eft ¢ 


Agenda items for next meeting; 

@ Rescheduling of field trip 

¢ Review written up project ideas 

@ Review everyone's write-up of goals and objectives 


Next meeting: Wednesday, March 29, 2000, 5 pm; Alberto’s, Fort Jones 


Community Relations Committee 
3-20-00 Meeting Report 


Present: Ric Costales, Mary Roehrich, Carolyn Pimentel, Jeffy Davis Marx 


¢ Feelings on chairmanship: Follow Executive Committee's recommendation for consistent 
chair and vice-chair for now. 


¢ Goals and objectives - share what each has written, brainstorm other points, compile: 


Draft Goal: Build a greater sense of community in order to develop a common 
vision. 

Draft Objectives: 

* Build confidence in the Scott River Watershed Council process. 

* Provide a comfortable climate for seeking solutions to volatile issues. 





¢ Techniques/strategies for achieving goals: 
Some mentioned: 
* Involve the business community 
* Have membership sign-up lists at meetings and events. 
* Have members do presentations about the Council to other community groups. 


¢ Next meeting date: 


Monday, April 17, 2000, 6 pm; Bob’s Ranch House 
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Fish Committee 
3-17-00 Meeting Report 


Present: Larry Toelle, Danielle Quigley, Dave Black, Dennis Maria, Jim Kilgore, 
Jennifer Silveira, Don Judd, Tom Hesseldenz, Jeffy Davis Marz 
Representation: Larry Toelle is representative; Don Judd and Dave Black have 


consented to be alternates when they are here. 
Chairmanship: Would like to abide by Executive Council recommendation in this 


matter. 

Planning: 

Larry Toelle summarized his idea for collecting community and all input for the 
Strategic and Action Plans for the Scott River watershed. (i.e. active solicitation and 
collection of any and all pertinent information from all sources to be kept in three ring 
binders which each committee and the coordinator and the RCD office have.) 

Group wants to focus on obvious needs. Want Dennis and other fisheries people to pick 
out important tasks from the CRMP’s Fish Population and Habitat Plan to use until the 
Scon River Action Plan is operational. 

Fish screens remain obvious priority (pump intake screens as well) 

p + . 4 1 at) : ns: 

2 Fish Screens proposed by Lorrie Bundy wili go to Technical Committee. 

Fish screen maintenance manual will go to Technical Committee. 

Tailings Project, presented by Tom Hesseldenz, will be brought back to next committee 
meeting for consideration. 

Next meeting date: Wednesday, March 29, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on 


Bridge Street in Fort Jones. 
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+ Other discussion: 

* Fisheries issues outside the Scom watershed were discussed. 

© The various fisheries management organizations: Klamath Fisheries Management Council, 
Pacific Fisheries Manegemem Council, Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission 
(US/Canadian issues) 


. Importance of smoh tapping (now going on) to see what we are producing. 

* Tailings Project presentation and discussion: 
Tom Hesseldenz: Update on tailing’s project as revised: Phases: 1. Scoping, EIR (studies), 
interim pilot reach streambank work. 2. Flood plain widening through out tailings reach. 3. 
Quarrying under umbrella permits sought in phase 1. 
Two landowner categories: those directly involved will sign consent agreements. Those 

ibly affected will have input during EIR process. 

Wants to slow down the approvals process 
Project may be expanding to 7 or 8 miles because of some downstream interested 
landowners. 


CEQA/NEPA process provides opportunity for affected, non-participating landowners. 
Ahternatives developed: No action. Creating floodplain. Set up for future quarrying. Flatten 
everything. Riprap whole 5 mile reach. 

Studies are on hydrology. Species surveys are done. Look at economic impacts including 
potential future crusher sites. Detailed EIR now saves piecemeal permitting later. 
Key steps: Complete landowner approval. Do streambank stabilization this summer in pilot 
reach. New proposals now would fund permitting process, EIR, and all studies involved. 


Fisheries benefits: slow healing process as fine sediment is allowed to fill in spades in 
cobble, possibly leading to riparian vegetation. 


Larry Toelle has acted as scribe and spokesperson for a group of landowners with concerns 
over project, property rights. Requests that Tom H. slow down process and that he participate 
in SRWC process. Open scoping process. Moving ahead on the pilot reach on-the-ground 
project will bring confidence to opponents. To open scoping: more media coverage, put 
project through SRWC process, use the project to leverage more participation in SRWC. 
Wants to see language in proposal to target local people to be hired for work where p»ssible. 
Questioning of Army Corps’ legal involvement in these projects. Jennifer Silveira to bring in 
info connecting ACE to the Clean Water Act. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


AGENDA 


March 8, 2000 
JUNIPER WORKSHOP & FIELD TOUR 


Sponsored by the S’ski) ow Resource Conservation District 
and the Scott Kiver Watersbed Council 


Greenview Grange Hall, Greenview California 


—_ 
Welcome & Introductions by Carolyn Pimentel, 
Siskiyou RCD District Manc ger 


Lecture & Slide Presentation by Dr. Richard Miller, Ph.D. Professor of 
Rangeland Resources at OSU, stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural 
Research Cemer in Burns, Oregon. Dr. Miller has been with OSU for 23 years 
and worked with juniper for the past 20 years. His primary work area has been 
in the John Day area to south of A)turas in California, and to the cast into 
northwest Nevada. His work relates to iuniper expansion, cutting, fire, old 
growth woodlands, wildlife habitat, and overstory/ understory relavonships. 
He received his BS at Humboldt State, MS at OSU, and Ph.D. at New Mexico. 


Field Tour to Sie # 1 ~ Moffen Creek 

Sack Lunch in Field 

Field Tour to Site # 2 - McConay.ty Guich 

Field Tour to Site # 3 ~ Plank Ranch 

Tour End - Car Pool back to Greenview Grange Hall 
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New water 


ri regs may 
hurt land 
owners 


* Land owners have a 
chance to learn how to 
protect their land and 
water from _ possible 
future regulations. 








GREENVIEW - On T , 
May 30. Ken Tate. a water- 
shed specialist. will share his 

about monitoring 
water quality with land own- 
ers. 

A free spaghetti dinner will 
be held at 6 p.m. at the Scott 
Valley Grange in Greenview. 
and the “clalogue” with Tate 
will at 7 p.m. 

property owners with 
streams or rivers running 
through their land. will likely 
want to protect themselves 
oe a ee from future. unnecessary 

4 . sa : “= government regulations. 
- ‘ ' ae | s- Tate. who is with the 
; 7 ’ | ! ‘4 3 University of California 
Agricultural Extension in 
Davis. explains monitoring 
for sediment in streams. 


the sectional track meet im pole vaulting last Seturday. tracking water temperatures. 
a OH > 4 and recording the data gath- 


winners in track SectiOmals 22 por or ine ecucationa! 


third medal in one uri ‘ hole Workshops presented by the 
SMe meses Restate aiting Sot Tang ee 
in the Jon earned & Council { SRWC)}, coordinator 























“riday’s in discus and to break The hot 90 weather effy Davis-Marx invites all 

onship his school of 126 feet was a factor for Etna’s team. Property owners to attend. 

ly been and pre inches in the North who have come from two ._ !m 2005. the North Coast 

for two _Stat¢@ Finals this Friday, weeks of a cold, rainy moun- Water Quality Control Board 
“Dhab Dunlap was sixth in tain cliffate. _will prepare a “pollution 

th and ‘he discus. Eric LaBriere hed « great Continued on Page 12 
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A new twist on the ‘roadless’ issue 


the upper management of the 
USFS [Washington D.C.) 
echoed by environmental 
preservations. Miller decided 


New water regs 


Continued from Page 1 


protect 
cioi uses.” The law was 


passed when many rivers 


That pollution budget will 
deal with a Total Maximum 


Daily Load (TMDL) for sed). 


to see just what residents 
along Kamath River thought 
of the expansion of roacless 
areas in what is supposed to 
be the public's land. 
Miller said he was Sur- 
at the overwhelming 
response agains( the roadless 


proposal. 





federal Clean Water Act of 


1972. The law was aimed at 
water pollution to 
t it calls “benefi- 


ment that will be allowed by were so dirty that they caught 
the government in streams fire in the East and Midwest. 


and rivers. 


Davis-Marx encourages 


land owners to learn how to of 
turned attention to “non- 
point sources.” which has 


record sediment and temper- 
ature from the effects of agri- 


At first regulators focused 


on the most obvious sources 


tion. Then regulators 


cultural and road operations. become sediment and an 


“Would vou rather tell them 
or have them tell you what 
the reality is?” says Davis- 
Marx. 

According to the re ] 
board's schedule. the 
for the Scott River will be set 
in 2005. That gives the people 
in the Scott watershed time to 

ther their own data. so that 


Pacific Coast F 
DL Fishermen's Asociation and 


increase is water temperature 
te operational practices on 


A lawsuit brought by the 
ation of 


12 other groups forced the 


U.S. pavironmenial 


Protection Agency to set lim- 
its on how much pollution 


ga 
arbitrary limits taken from could be discharged into 


other very different systems 
are not used to set limits on 
the Scott. 

TMDL's are a result of the 


streams. 


For more information con- 


tact Davis-Marx at 467-3798. 


Gearing 
wildfire s 


FORT JONES - A California 
firefighter will be knocking on 
home owners doors asking to 
do a wildfire clearance 
inspection starting with the 
Scott River Road area. 

“We want to work with 
hore owners and assist therm 
in protecting their property 
from wildfire destruction.” 
said Doug  Bilangsied. 
Battalion Chief for the Scott 
Valley Division of the 
California Department of 
Forestry and Fire (CDF! 

Fire season in Scou Valicy 
will officially start on June 
12. when the first engine will 


Neighborhood 
Watch need you 


ETNA - The Etna 
Watch. which 
covers Greenview to Callahan 
and all areas inbetween. 
seeks a cooperative effort 
with patrol volunteers to 
serve as the “eyes and cars” 
of the Etna Police 
t and the Siskivou 
County Sheriff's Department. 
if interested in helping cal 
467-3455 or 467-5425. 





New pastors 
Continued from Page 1 


summer months offering 
exciting activities for teens. 








always welcome. 

Mike Thackeray became 
Bishop of the Etna Ward of 
the Church of Jesus Christ of 


rch recently was Latter-Day Saints last July 


ane cy Tut-ume pestat_ 


25 He choose John 





children. 

On Sunday mornings * 
10:15. Sunday School classe 
are held for ages 12 an 
older. Coinciding with @ 
Sunday School ts the Prima 


the Scott Valley Berean McGonigal and bee Pierce.as_ clesees for youth 11 af 


Church. based in Etna. For 
21 years. he has worked with 
Pastor Wendell Seward. The 
first four years. Birch served 
the church as Youth Pastor. 
He also organized youth pro- 
= at the Kidder Creek 

hard Comps and started 


the backpacking activities. 
Birch rated Young Life 
clubs at the Etna and 


T— tenes high schools. 


his counselors. 


Clergy is not paid in the "The women's organizath ~ 


LDS church and so Bishop 
Thackeray also works as & 
mechanic and cooling techni- 
cian. 

“| am a home-grown coun- 
try boy. says Bishop 
Thackeray, who grew up on & 
dairy in Scott Valley learning 
the value of hard work. 

Bishop Thackeray and his 


as «# af Teenmv. live in Etna. 





called Relief Society meets 
11:10 as does the Priestho 
for all men. 

The teenage “Young Mer 
program works in conju! 
on with the Boy Scouts. 


America m. That gre 
meets on vn 
at 6:30 p.m. 

A program heid 


teenaged Young Women 
aten held on Wedne# 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 





P.O. Box 268, Emu, CA 96027, Phone: (530) 467-3798 
FAX: (530) 467-3728; E-mail: jeffvém@ sisatel nes 
Website: www sisotel nei/~sisared/ 








May 9, 2000 
Dear Scott River Watershed Council Member, 


Yes, as Gareth Plank so appropriately let a resident know in a recent Council meeting, everyone 
in the watershed is a member. That does not mean that everyone will participate in the process 
but that everyone is welcome to participate. 


This is a letter to inform you of an opportunity to consult with a person very experienced in the 
“pros and cons”, “if's” and “how's” of landowners monitoring their own water quality. Ken 
Tate, Watershed Specialist, from UC Extension, Davis has been working with ranchers, the 
California Farm Bureau Federation and the Regional Water Quality Board in implementing 
water quality surveys and sediment inventories that landowners can do themselves. The collected 
data is the landowner's. The advantage to this is that when the Regional Water Quality Board 
sets sediment and other water quality limits on the Scott River watershed, you and I will know 
whether or not they are reasonable. The best defense against unreasonable regulation is to have 
facts at your disposal which show the regulation to be unreasonable. 


Some of you may have seen Ken Tate at the Siskiyou County Grower's Seminar this spring. 


Please take a look at the following announcement. You are encouraged and welcome to 
participate in any portion of the day's events, even just the free dinner if you so choose. 


Sincerely, 
Jeffy Davis Marx, Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator 





Tuesday, May 30, 2000 
1:00 pm Ken Tate will meet with interested Moffett Creek landowners at the corner of 


Hwy 3 and Moffett Creek Road to take a look at the watershed and to discuss 
their interests in monitoring their own water quality. 





6:00 pm Spaghetti dinner at Scott Valley Grange, Greenview, free to Scott River 
hed-resid Sama tituer tieemiad Geunalheall 44 








contribute salads and desserts. 
7:00 pm Ken Tate will speck on landowner water quality monitoring. Hc wishes a 
dialogue, not just a one-way presentation. Please come with questions, no matter 
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1/7/00 
Scott River Watershed Council 


Report 
By Jeffy Davis Mars 


AJ! the folks who amended the Council meeting on December 14” are to be commended 


for their teamwork and imelligence in the effor: to get the process rolling again. The 
meeting was well-anended. dvnamic and highly participatory. 


It is difficult to decide what to keep and what to reject of the previous and. at once, 
parallel, watershed group's efforts. Afier all. many waiershed restoration and protection 
projects which were funded as a result of the CRMP’s efforts are now either completed. 
in progress, or have just been funded. What of the previous effort do we need to do 
better? What worked so well that we need to retain in? We do not need to reinvent the 
wheel, but it can use some refinernents (what can't”). Maybe some ball-bearings would 


improve the functioning. 


The Council has requested that Sari Sommarstrom, who was the original CRMP 
Coordinator. report to them on a study recently written by her and by Charles Huntington 
The study evaluates selected watershed groups in the Pacific Northwest and Northern 
California according to their effectiveness in developing and implementing restoration 
plans. their processes, and their conservation effectiveness. All of these elements are 
difficult to measure bv any single set of standards. as every watershed and its community 
are differem. but I] am sure that Sari can offer some tidbits of wisdom gathered from other 
groups’ collective experiences. The Scott River Watershed Council has requested that. on 
the basis of her study, she make recommendations to this group. The Council is presently 
focused on setting up the group process. although recommendations in other areas such as 


planning and project implementation are welcome. 


» Many local citizens have signed up for participation on the committees. but more are 
always welcome. Emphasis is on an open process, in which all interested parties are 
welcome. If vou have interest in conservation as it pertains to Water, Fish, Land Use, 
Monitoring, Education or Community Outreach please feel free to come to the January 
meeting and sign up for one of these committees or simply call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467- 
3798. You do not need to attend big ol’ meetings in order to participate in the Watershed 
Council process. 


Fc: those of vou who panicipate in vour own subwatershed group, such as, 
Shackleford/Mill, Moffett, French Creek, Tailings, or Sugar Creek should make sure that 
someone from your group is representing vour interests in one or more of the Council's 








COMMminees. 


The next Scon River Watershed Council meeting will be held at the For Jones 
Community Center on Tuesday. January '8. 2000 at 7 pm. The public is invited and 


encouraged to attend. 
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Public Service Announcement (Revised) 


December 20, 1999 

To: Danie] Webster. Pioneer Press. 468-5356 

From: Jennifer Davis Marx. Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator, 
Phone: 467-3798 
Fax: 467-3728 

Damel. 


Please replace the lest article ] sent vou on Friday. December 17°, with this one. ] did not include 
some of the information. It is for publication on January $® and January 12°. Perhaps vou could 
put it on vour Calendar also. 
Thanks. Jeffy 

Ranch Water Quality Workshops 


Another session of the Ranch and Watershed Planning workshop will be held on the last two 
Monday evenings in January (January 24" and 31") and on a third evening to be decided 
by the participants. It will take place at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenvien at 7 p.m. The 
instructors are Dr. Dan Drake, UC Extension, and Randy Seelbrede, Natural Resource 
Conservation Service. Because the instructors need to prepare aerial photos and soil maps for 
participants, they need to have signed up for the course by January 17". There is a fee of $30 


charged to pay for materials 


The course is useful to anvone owning property of any acreage although it is directed mostly 
toward those have some land use activity on their property. 


The Workshop guides participants through an inventory and assessment of the ranching 
operations. Six key areas are addressed: Goals for natural resources, water quality and quality of 
life: facilities location, physical inventory, buildings, roads, corrals/feedlots, pastures/fields, water 
development, structures; natural resource inventory (climate, vegetation, soils, hydrology, 
wildlife. watershed, streams and creeks); livestock/crop operations (animal inventory. grazing 
systems, forage feed resources), ranch water quality assessment (erosion and sediment sources. 
riparian stream conditions. nutrients and pathogens). management strategy (conservation 
practices, grazing/stocking alternatives, financial incentives), monitoring (historic records/photos, 
trends, photo-point monitoring, grazing and instrearn monitoring). 


This is a voluntary program supported by California Cattleman’s Association, California 
Association of Resource Conservation Districts, California Farm Bureau Federation, California 
Wool Growers Association, the State Water Resources Control Board, and the Regional Water 
Qualiry Control Boards. The Plan provides for a voluntary and cooperative approach to 
complying with the requirements of the Clean Water Act and Cosstal Zone Management Act. 
Such a conservation plan may also be useful in avoiding other regulatory actions related to 


~fisheries ‘The Preavest BENET Is To the participant. whose Operation can potentially benefit from an 








increased. over-all efficiency due to the increased forethought provided by the planning process. 


Please call Jennifer Davis Marx, 467-3798, or Randy Seelbrede, NRCS. 842-6121 for more 
information. Call the Siskivou RCD office (467-3975) to sign up for the class, 
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1272/99 
Scott River Watershed Council 


Report 
By Jeffy Davis Marz 


As many of vou already are aware. the Scon River Watershed Coordinated Resource 
Managemem Planning (CRMP) Council ended 2” arose from its owa ashes in one 
evening to become the Scon River Watershed Council. ] always felt that the acronym 
“CRMP” was awkward anyway. People always looked at me strangely when | used it, 
and it was difficuh to explain. 


Please read Alan Kramer's letter to the editor in the December 1" issue of the Pioneer 
Press, if you have not. His remarks on the headline in the November 24 from-page 
article about the last meeting are accurate. The article was relatively accurate, but the 
headline contradicted it. 


The former watershed organization was ended by several people's votes. No one 

organization can be attributed fault for its end. In fact. it is remarkable that a process that 
requires so ‘nuch effort on the part of community members has adapted and transformed 
in order to continue. The Ad hoc Committee of the former CRMP should be credited for 


the hard work they did to come up with a process to better suit the community's needs. 


So. let us look to the future and to solutions, and not dwell on the past and blaming. That 
is what the Council is about, finding positive solutions to resource issues which are 
beneficial in all aspects to the community as a whole. Under the proposed new format, 
there is plenty of room for people to become involved on their own accounts and for as 
much or as little time and effor as they can afford. The December Watershed Council 
meeting will entail reviewing espects of the newly proposed process and beginning the 
formation of the committees or work groups, which will be the primary shakers and 
movers of the process as it is proposed. 


If vou would like more detailed information on the proposed structure of the group or an 
agenda, please call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467-3798. 1 will be glad to mail, email, fax or 
hand deliver the information you need. 


] would encourage any person who has any interest in this watershed’s resource issues 
and any related i issue to come to the next meeting of the Watershed Council on Tuesday. 
December 14”, at the Etna United Methodist Church at 7:00 pm The pubiic is welcome 


10 participate or just to listen. 
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Scott River Watershed 
Council Report 


By Jeffy Devis Marz 

As many of already are aware. the Scott River 
Watershed coordinated Resource Management 
Planning (CRMP) Council ended and arose from its own 
ashes in one evening to become the Scott River 
Watershed Council. | always felt that the acronym 
“CRMP” was awkward anyway. always looked at 
me strangely when | used it. it was difficult to 





ase read Alan Kramer's letter to the editor in the 
December 1. issue of the Pioneer Press. if vou have not. 


His remarks on the headline in the November 24. from- . 


page article about the last meeting are accurate. The 
article was relatively accurate. but the headline contra- 
Gicted it. 

The former watershed organization was ended by «- . 
eral people's votes. No one organization can be atir..- 
uted fault for its Bn In fact. it ts remarkable that a 
process that requires so much effort on the part of 
community mommbe s adapted and transformed in order 
to continue. The Ad hoc Committee of the former CRMP 
should be credited for the hard work they did to come 
up with a process to better sult the communit’s needs. 

So. let us look to une future and to solutions and not 
dwell on the past aud blaming. That is what the 
Council is about - finding positive solutions to resource 
issues which are beneficial in all aspects to the com- 
munity as a whole. Under the proposed new format. 
there is plenty of room for people to become involved on 
their own accounts and for as much or as little time 
and effort as they can afford. The December Watershed 
Council meeting will entail reviewing aspects of the 
newly proposed process and beginning the formatior. of 
committees or work groups. which will be the primary 
tet pope + pts eee 

lf vou would like more information on the 
proposed structure of the gr = ¢ an agenda. please 
call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467 3798. | will be glad to mail. 
email. fax or hand deliver the information vou need. 
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| would encourage any pe: 
in this watershed'’s resource issues and anv related 


issue to come to the next meeting of the Watershed 
Council on Tuesday. December 14, at the Etna United 
Methodist Church at 7 p.m. The public is welcome ro 
parucipate or just to listen. 
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Connect HW be trek! next 
Tuemlay.| Der. 14 at the 
Ueettert lnxlist Clawrech on 


The Hems that will be 
tlechted age he nvbeston state- 
soeecnel senvel| portercipaes. 

The Dealt Statement of 


DP rtavety ow Misston 
Siatemen? Conmnnitioen has 
sree sonnel propose the cdef- 
hitfion of the Seott River 


Watershetl; principles; and 
seowels; thea) thee commntiion has 
dentter!. 

in cra] #5, sent out by 
Jetty Davis Marx, Us coon 
nator for) the prop eed new 
Seoti tiver Watershed 
Coumetl, gutlines the basis of 


pre toverty whieh the group 
will operde uneler. 

liecfheettien of the Seatt River 
Watersieat ts: All natural 
es sewed Teeeereees teeter 
este tl the Seett Kiver 


fe. wihiliife, Neh, 
epeer ties, ernie 
te.) 

beset Chee coeoneenenll - 





lee agreed to propose are as 


hollows. 
_ The primary focus of the 
Seolt diver Watershed 


Cmmots (SQWC) eflwia will 
be on conserving and crlwune- 
ing the xalursl environment, 

In Hs activities. the SRWC 
will combed Ueeclf with the 
til eeeerst rel for: 

1. bevclivichasl Wife, Wheriy andl 
property; 2. Coston: ant eal. 
tuve of the aren; 3. The teex- 
iricable lukage of lenlthy 
commminitios and the natural 
crviremunent, 

There are five goals sryt- 
gested by the draft conmuilt- 
ice. 

The (Pret ts leeheston: 
Tramete Vc tochustion of all 
interested tocdltvicheals witli 
the watershed. 

The sero! ts Echwentions: 
Emphasize whlesprend cis- 
semination of aecurate and 
current watershed resence 
Honbewe sensed boone. 

Thee Uelert ts fenwerset iggeet tent: 
Actively tivestigatc new and 
extathyg methodologies for 
local watersticdd stenly sonnel 
Heenprrervernene net. 


The forth ts Evabeotion: 
Evaluate propesed ail con. 
pleted watershed projerts. 

The ftth is Action: Work te 
cooperation with property 
owners to develop send and 
cost cifective project propes- 
als for resource conservation 
ened eonbsesseeneciel. 





Coordinator Duwis Marx 
hevites any one teterested tn 
the new watenstece! gree mane 
is process fe offer! the 
seve bag. Thee greeny: will meet 
the seemed Trremehey of cnet 
toennt ly. 

For more tulermation con 
taet Dhewin Marx af 4657-0708. 
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FINA - ‘The Seott River Coordinated 
Resource Management Mhewdiag (CRM) 
commnilice ts dissolved. 

Pdevwven Crennee col connes| Clonee: 1A weolbeagt meon- 
bers to just seven, the CRMP has been 
seriously crippled firongghout most of 
1. Many existhag nenbers believed the 
Comrmeitloe Urcecl beset Weel Commnnly 
Step yroet. 

Members of the Seoll River Watershed 
CRM wet to comsiiler recommendations 
from a reorguitzalhjial conmilttec, which 
neve t Convo aged nconet Coe: jprcusst snncosat le. 

Approximately 30) people were in atten- 
danee al the regulat mectinyg Nov. 16, but 
only five were voling members, 

First Hers on the) agenda was the pro- 


Scott R 





posed reongntzation. Voth member Whig 
Thextas serving as actig clair for Ue sight, 
called the mecting to order. 

Zach person was allowed three mimics 
for cliscussion. 

The predominate views from nearly 
everyoue in allendance wis tn support of 
toe: recon gsanelzaat tons, 

Seott Valicy Rancher Mike Bryan volecd 
that he considercd the CRMP was falling if 
Ht cliche't reorganize. Others were in agree- 
sce. 

A najer issee ackdressed tn the reonge- 
izations plan was reggerelioge cleuggigs the 
present structure from a consensus vole, 
in which there must be a wnaninous 
agreement in order to pass actions, to 
super-majorily in which ouly, say, five of 
six voling members woukl have to agree on 
so suncot dents. 





iver CRMP 


ization rebuilds from ashes 


Ie ccklition, tH was prepsed that the 
members of the CRMP woukl act as an 
hatividual, tastesd of representiiyg a por: 
Uerkar organization, 

In the past, for exmnple, Felice Mace, was 
the CRMP representative for the Mannth 
forest Alliance (KFA) and Jel Fowle repre: 
sented the Siskiyou County Cattlemen's 
Assoctathons. 

The only todividual at the mecting to 
volce concerns about the reorganization 
plan was Carol Wright, executive Cweector 
of KFA, who was representing Mace al the 
ponerest be ngt. 

From the get-go, Wright expressed thal 
she believed the plan was a, “good start.” 
That was it. 

Wright's concerns tivelved issnes such 
as whether there were goals and objectives 


Continued on Page AS 
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KFA kills 


Coniinued fom 


Several bonyt-stann 
members ackbesses 
Concerns. 

Erite Withtnsern, 


tltioes sects ses the 
snelttee biel beens cle 


tnetber, expressed 
ti stilo-watersticcd : 


becwne hivelved 
the commniiioes white 
of titerest to thee, 


1000 “Doesvnn, evnsey lor cone f 
Lecelf,~ ten Vocescle covet, 
With trea tevnel 













yt CRMP 


ly ony of 
werth be: 


feo srewrgel 





thee wecongtenstzaetbenesel comnenaalt- 
Ice's proposal, scomuled by 
Kiser. 

Mary Roelwich mowed to 
mend the motion to keep the 
CRMP as ts, pemdigt discus. 
fh, Wilkinson did not aeoepl 
thee: sesmeesscdeeel, seo 1 cberd, 

icstion was called and four 
tretibers volo for Wee snvetions, 
Wright! voted! sygelast. 

Alter With: discussion, 
Kener moved to conthaue the 
CRMP ti tts present form, sec- 
miler by Wilkins. Keaner, 
I leocdees, Wilkinson onl 
Rochricl voted against the 
notion. Wright voted for i. 
‘There was no consensus. 

At whitch: panetore Claires 
Dbevelaess sensenernenseeel bee idee geventepp 
that the Seolt River Watershed 
CRMP had just been dissolved. 

Stummed, mast everyone gol 
typ to teave, and Uryan sited 
kneel erength for everyene to 
hear, ~“Meank you Carol.” 

Wright resqenntedd, “Ws sot 
my feult, we offered a friendly 
sneer bones.” 

fe the confusion, Kramer 
seengigtecsticel Ohecet Cheer gevemnege, few 
ret ly Kenner aes the Seott River 
CRME taker oe 1D snetennete Sek 
sened Cheeaser whee wisdecel tee cons 
thee toe totk oleae eventing a 
seem es seemeliives weet bebragt ateennage bee 
sti coed begin the process. 

UC opmone vecteerentongt feo Mee ree 


byt room, Takes was asked to 
texleric, Hel as the grep 
Doegtront, Phekes cashew! tell Fowle 
fo take over the meeting, 
becuse of his expertise in par- 
lomentary- procedure snl 
kinnviedge of Roberts Rule's of 
Oneler. 

Fowle expertly and systenst- 
becally bead (hee pevernegs Clenenagehs the 
prachwe of creathyt a ew 
ce pieenizal lems. 

Ho owas decided to acerpl tn 
comcept the draft propasal from 
the restructuring comnnitioe 
presented te the defunct 
CUM?’ 

These tn allemdanee were 
concerned about the principles 
Hlacel wenskel gtuvicle Uhre grenn. 

Carl Sclowarzenberngt siygiest- 
el thet what was necded was a 
Statement of purpuse. 

Lary Toclle, a local constiti- 
Henmlist, seyyiestedd Mat the 
corgeseestzaetiony bye Genet Hacessewl sonal 
alyide by the const itition. 

Hernand Dowling, a local 
reer, sokl Uo sheowk! be a 
paw cetive giro, rather Cen 
renetiy, to outskle agencies 
segiet eke, 

Av Perry recommended 
tit the process be velnatiry. 

‘The only sigytestion Wright 
suacec bes wuress Cecel sn Revnenne Die age poten. 
etpecel cot Cee empysentzzetiews sal eoebel 
Dorr Cael thee: poreses scdeconabel frecat 
everyone Eetly. 
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Ho was siyyicsted that she 
reword the principle, as the 
enpgunization can only cietate 
Hee seethenes of Hs retlsens ene 
hidividuals or Inisinesses cnt 
Shebe the grea. 

Wright) then reworked ber 
pineiple to, “we shrek 
dem that we are all treated 
fatity bey the press.” 

A commuitice was desiguited 
fo on gunize the principles tite a 
mission statement, 

Witkinsen moved to aeorpl 
the mame of Seoll River 
Watershed Council as the 
rane of the gro. MH wis se 
enmledd toy Reoclatets snl peessert, 

There are apprestintely 20 
halividuals thal are vohmtcer- 
hy to serve on the Seolt River 
Watershed Council, Mey are: 
We ighet, Warren Foren, Mteerk, 
Toelle, Ken Maurer, demoiifer 
Silveim, Verry, Lonte Unnly, 


Gary Wack, Rie Castales, 
Kramer, Fowle, Contin Phoke, 
defy Davis Marx, thoes, 


Witkin, Mr. aml Mrs. Crl 
Sclowarzenbernt, Ambrew Eller, 
Carolyn Minentel, Rochatels and 
Devwwlte ag. 

The new ontunization will 
feeve fis next meetings Teskey. 
Phere, 04 et 7 poe, cot thee tens 
Unolter! Methodist Clarets. 

Arsyense whee lies ce hatenest 
bee ceetivities bevedvtoagt (ee beocsl 
witershed ave hiviterd, 


























major changes 
By Frank Schall 


SCOTT VALLEY - Sweeping 
changes. including near- 
unanimous votes br the ich 
executive committee in orcs 
for vessege Oi Gecisions. urt 
on int Grawing dcerd for the 
CRE. 

Se-eral other changes were 
propesec dy the CRMP as 
hoc reorganization commitic: 
at its October 26. mesung. 

Other propesed changes. tc 
be discussed at the 
November 16 CRMP mestine 
at the United Methocis: 
Church in Ema. inciude: 

echanging the name of the 
organization to “Scott Rive: 
Watershed Council: 

eal] members are 10 serve 
as individuals. not as repre- 
serietives Of any group: 

eai} decisions must be 
made D¥ a supermaiority (five 
of <ix votes of the executive 
council): at ieast five mem- 
Sers must be present to vote 
anc 2 unanimous vote is nec- 
essary if oniy five are present. 

The stated purpese of the 
proposed reorganization is io 
improve community partici- 
pation in order to make it 
more responsive to commu- 
nity needs. to reduce the roie 
of acvocacy and interest pro- 
tection. and to focus the 
energy or the council on pro- 
jects deneficial to ‘fish. 
widiie and community vital- 
it and on ecucation of the 
populauon. 
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CRMP Corner 
By Jeffy Davis Marx 


Sroad community parucipation is essential to the CRM? 


process. This process hzs served the Scon Valley communi- 


_ and the community has been the charge 


, Many plans have been written and many restoration projec 


ty weli for seven vears by Dringing divergen: interests togeth- 
e: to fine solutions to resource protection and maragemer:: 
challenges within this watershec. Planning. ceveioping 
pians anc seeking funding jor projects wnich resiore anc ~ 
protect resources while serving the interests of lancowness 
of the group. There 
hes been success. The CRMP members. advisors. and coop- 
erators have succeeded in perpetuating a vital process. how- 
ever fluctuating it may have been in areas of agreemen:. 
<s 


‘have been impiemented by the Siskivou Resource 
. Conservation District. an invaluable partner in the process. 


At this point. however. there is major burnout among par- 
Ucipants. Yet. the work is not done. and a broad interes: 


Sese is no longer participating in the process. 


_ Watershec CRMP Council. the group w 


On November 16th. at the next of the Scott River 
de considering u 
recommendation by an ad hoc CRMP committee esiabiishe¢ 
to find ways of revitalizing the watershed group process. I: :s 
the hope of that committee and of other members of ure 
Council thet changes in the process will alleviate some of the 
problems which have led to and Ddburnout. 

The Ad hoc Committee and the CRMP Council invite the 
public. as always. to attenc and paricirate in their nex: 
meeting on November 16th at 7 p.m. at the United Methodis: 
Church's Fellowship Hall in Etna. 

The CRMP is also sponsoring a dinner in honor of al! inci- 
viduals who have participated in projects. Andrew filer wii! 
be showing slides of the Fay Lane reach of the Riparar. 
Restoration Program. Al] participants and their famiiies ar- 
weicome. If vou are a project participant and did noi receive 
an invitation in the mail please come anyway. The dinner 
will take place on November 10th at 6 p.m. at the Scout 
Valley Grange in Greenview. 





Words from Websisr: 

















The Scott Valley CRMP is falling apart. vet. 
che organization is looking at its brightest ray of 


nope. 
On Tuesday the CRMP will vote whether to 


reorganize. 
One of the biggest factors that hes paralyzed 
the CRMP in the past is its ; 





lS plan allowed any one individual to derail 
the objectives of the group with his sole vote. 
This ieft every indiidual voung member of the 
CRMP with unbelievabie power. Some have 
used this power to advance their own agendas. 

It ts because of this that the CRMP ts about to 
fold. 

The CRMP is faced with a proposal to turn 
this around. It will consider changing the vot- 
ing format from its present consensus vote to a 
super-majority vote. This would take away the 
individual power of any particular member. The 


Vo tne right thing, Felice 


proposal also su that the CRMPF execur® + 
committee be up of private ciuzens ra:r <> 


that representatives of organizations. 
The Catch-22 is this: In order to accump::: 


reorganizing the CRMP. members will have : 
vote on the proposal with a consensus ~ote. 

. oS ** ' - 
own individual power and agenda in whus sur. 
Ucular vote Tuesday. Ther will have so secs 
whai is bes: for the body as a whoie. rather 
than their personal aims. 

The only question that remains tc ° 
answered is whether a parucular inciid. 
who has brought the CRMP to its knees wil! 
have the courage to do what !s right in order to 
save the CRMP from extinction. 

Felice Pace. if vou are the man vou claim to 


be. do the right thing. se 
-Daniel Vebster 
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hut mainly I just wanted them to come out here and 


: High Schcol student Tara Morienson as her senior project. oe 
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"See HORSE SHOW on page 3 





Scott River CRMP membership dwindles 


Timentel snys 


more representative of Church. 


Forest Service resigns 
from watershed group 


bylaws of the Scott Rives 
CRMP siate that non-par- 
licipation by a voling mem- 
ber can cost them their vol 


landowners in the Scott 
Valley aren. 
deffy Davia-Marz, coor- 


dinator for the Scott River 


The agenda for that 
meeting will contain a copy 
of the recommendation, 
which will be mailed prior 


ing privileges. “CRMP, says that the com- - to the meeting.“ , 5's! 
hy PAT ARNOLI removed itself from the Only attendance at a mittee is making an offort Davise-Marx encourages 
Daily News Stall Writer decision making process by number of consecutive to attract people back into people in the community, 









































willulrawing its voling meetings cnn get those vol- the process. beth past and present 
YREKA — The U.S. For- membership and remains. ing privileges reinstated. “Everyone presently rep- members, to attend and 
est Service has igned onthe CRMP in on advi- This and the problems resents some interest group present their input as to 
: from the Scott Kivee Water- sory position only. The For- some representatives have ‘with only a few landowners what they think of the com- 
shed CRMP, leaving only est Service may be involved had in finding people whe at large,” Davis-Marx said. milteo's recommendations 
six voling members in projects in the Scoit Val- could attend on a regular “The hope is that represen- for restructuring the Scott 
Carolyn Pimentpl, pro- ley at some time in the  hasie, have all contributed tntives can participate asia River CRM’. 
gram manager the fulure, which could crenea (o the number of vacancies community group, rather “We want thie to be a 
CRMI’, announced the res- conflict of interest, which in voling members on the than people battling each community process, and 
ignation at the w was the renson given for Scott River CRMP. other to promote their own want to encourage our old 
geminor in Yroka Mon- the Lion. An ad hoc committee interest group.” members, current members 
day. The Forest Service's res- has been appointed by the, The ad hoc committee and even new peaple to 
. When the River ignation from the water- Scott River CRMP to evalu- has developed a recominen- participate,” Davie-Marx 
-CRMP was organized ir shed group follows the res- aie the organization and dation to be presented to ‘snid. — 
1992, it consisted of 18 vot- ignation of the Siskiyou consider a different format CRMP members at its next Dayis-Marx can be con- 
ing members. County Cattlemens Associ-. that may be more appeal- regular meeting set for tnctord at woe for more 
Pimentel says ton ation and the Siskiyou ing for landowner partici- Nov. 16 at 7 p.m. at the information on Novem- 
the advice of legal nacl, County Farm Bureau last pation and create o group Etna United Methodist ber meeting. 
the Forest Serv has week. : 
a) ; .| ComiInG WEDNESDAY NATION 
9 2 
a 4 — ~ Yroke !figh Schnol's pemnetem clase te padting the Rtshiwg tomatoe Jel crash ollers no easy answers 
(eceied 2 Srewte ® On 08 shale! ne: newanape: The fet eee of Mine Mose rotate 5 
Comics ........ " Shake $ Fiktey wi) nehwos designed to bterest the commsty beyond the page 
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doesn't reported. 

—— The victim Ned 

agatn. the aren pfler the . s 
allegent allack, 

_nare. z_| “= County supervisors tackle 
Siskiyou | County 

Novello Sheriffs | Depart- 

public ment she BY NICOLE MURPITY mals wolil July 1, 2000, minsioner Bill Stephase. 

defender feared her Daily News Staff Writer State holding requirements had Ike assured the honrd, however, 

——-- -- anfely had been changed from 72 hours to six that animal control would remain 
delayed YREKA — The Siskiyou Counly days effective July 1, 1999. Ilow- “true to the apirit” of the recently 
the , which Board of Supervisors handled a ever, extensions were made possible legisinted six-day holding period, 
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number of issues this week, running 
the gamut from A to Z — animal 
control to zone changes, including 
Census 2000 and voter outreach. 
Anima! Control 

Following a public hearing and 
receiving no public response, the 
board adopted a resolution to waive 
requisile six-day holding Limes for 
relinquished and impounded ani- 


under certain circumstances by 
mennea of county resolution. 
Siskiyou County Animal Control 
places dogs into the City of Yreka's 
facility. Space has become a 
for Une city's facility, which has no 
room for adequate expansion. 
“This resolution would allow us, 
if we need to, to go back to old hold- 
ing times,” enid Agriculture Com- 


“We want to adopt out as many dogs 
as we possibly can.” 

In the menntime, a separate 
county impound facility is in the 
planning elages, end possible grant 
funding for the project is being 
sought. 

According to Stephans, the facil- 
ily would cost between $110,000 
and $160,000. 


reau, Cattlemen's group quit watershe 


BY PAT ARNOL) tor of the Siskiyou County Cattlemens landowners,” Armstrong anid. In a letter to the Scott River 
Daily News Stall Writer Association and the Siskiyou County “The only way we can help salmon CMI dated Oct. 18, Tareery b 
Farm Bureau said last week that “es is when the landowner knows what “The so-called multi-interest P 





























YREKA — Citi tnsk force made Timo cmnnt he is planning on doing will do to removes the ecision-moking and 
what they cote a nir pend tien anne oth no salmon, and then can make an educational process from ;, Be 
sion-making process, the | Siskiyou from agriculture, mining, limber or informed decision. landowner, veeting it In a Ly 
County Farm the environment is a travesty.” If we take the landowner awny council of interest groups and egen- 
Siskiyou County “We have decided that the from the decision-making process, he cies. —e 
tion have announced Ubeir that we want to he invel with enannat help you,” Armetrong told the “The format/memberels P ; 
from the Seott River are landowner-hased groupe with Klamath River asin Fisheries Task Scott River CIMT’ creates « —_ 
CRMP Council. * landowners making the decisions. Force at ite meeting in Yreka on Fri- nest between the decision enahors ee 

Marcia Armstrong. Scott River CRMP is not a grove of day. the decision implementers 
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BY NICOLE MURIIIY | 
Dinitly News Stall Writer 


YREKA — The Siskiyou County 
Board of Supervisors nidled a 
number of issues thin week, running 
the gamut from A to Z% — animal 


















Following a public hearing and 
receiving no public resy 
board adopted a reseluti 
requisile siz-dny holding ji 
relinquished and impow 


Farm Bureau anid last wee 
task force made up of two 


ee a i 
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mals until July 1, 2000. 

State helding requirements hid 
heen changed from 72 hours to six 
days elfective July 1, 1999. How- 
ever, extensions were made ponsibiec 
wader certain circumstances hy 
means of county reselutions 

Siskiyou County Animal Control 
places dogs inte the City of Yreka's 
facility. Space has become o problem 
for the city's facility, which has no 
room for adequate expansion. 

“This resolution would allow wa, 
if we need to, to go back to old hold- 
ing times,” said Agriculiure Com- 


landowners,” Armetrong said. 

“The only way we can help salmon 
is when the landewner knows what 
he ie planning on doing will de to 
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minstoner Till Slephans. 

Ile aseured the heard, however, 
that animal contrel would remain 
“true to the spirit” of the recently 
legislated sia-day helding period, 
“We want to adept oul as many dogs 
an we possibly can.” 

In the meantime, a separate 
county impound facility is in the 
planning slages, and possible grant 
funding for the project is being 

> 

According to Stephans, the feil- 
ily would cost belween $110,000 
and $160,000, 


In « letler to the Scott River 
CRMP dated Oct. 18, A annul 
“The so-called mulli-interest CRM? 
removes the decision-making and 


I 


upervisors tackle full agenda 


Asphalt plant locations 

The Wlanning Department 
received beard approval lo conduct 
an inilin) analysis to consider a code 
amendment to allew the Lemporary 
location of concrete and esphalt 
batch planta outside of heavy indus- 
trial arena 

“The heard is well aware of the 
contentions anature of Uhis isewe,” 
said planner Wayne Virag, but 
noted it was important lo “acknow!- 


See SUPERVISORS on page 3 


become another unnecessary bureau- 
cratic level.” 

The Farm lMurean and the Cattle- 
mens Association continue Lo support 














fishing i *on- imple- 
ith » limon, and then can make on educational process from the “on preyects being 
from ane, wisn onal decision. landowner, vesting it in a political mented in Scott Valley, Armetrong 
the envirmnment inn Lravest; oe ee ee ee council of interest groups and agen- ~—_— — 
“We have decided Unat groups from the decision-making process, ty: = 
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THE CRMP CORNER 
By Jeffy Davis Marx 





According to repors. the chinook salmon are ready and waiting to run at the mouth of the 
generally on September 30° so that the flows there have increased accordingly. On the 
Scott the irrigation shut-off date is October 15°. There is no measurable rain in the 
forecast 28 of today. That may have changed somewhat by the time this paper is on the 
stands. In case it has not, if anvone not needing their water night now can find the time 
and the place in their hearts for the fish, it would be of great benefit to the fish turn 
unneeded water back to the stream. 


Doing our part for the fish is important. Knowing that there are many other factors that 
affect their survival is also imporam. Doing our part to improve the piece of their lives 
that we can affect is 2 generous an © unselfish attirude. It is undermandable that people 
here are disgusted with over-fishing. protected predators. and all the marine factors which 
greatly reduce the survival rate of anadromous fish. What we can do about that is to unite 
and become very proact. ¢ politically. Many people in Siskiyou County are taking that 
necessary step. Simultaneously, we can play our wn little good-newardsnip role it. 
making spewning as easy : 5 possible for the running kings. 


The next Scott River Watershed CRMP Council meeting will be held Tuesday, October 
19, 1999 at the For Jones Community Center at 7 pm. The public is welcome to anend. 
A half-hour video on Self-Governing Irrigation Systems will be shown a: the beginning 
of the meeting. 
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THE CRMP CORNER 
Br Jeffy Davis Mars 





Each of us needs to constantly remind ourselves of our own lifetime's insignificance in 
the over-all picture in order to be able to better understand natural processes that have 
gone on for centuries and millenia. As one ages. the broader picture becomes ciearer. 
especially if one has paid attention to history and listened to elders. 


The Scot Rive: Watershed CRMP has been taping imerviews of some of the Valley's 
elders for severz] vears. CRMP member and Scot Valley native, Mary Roehrich, has 
spearheaded this effort. Videotapes of the interviews are housed in the Siskivou RCD 
office behind the Etna City office 


An AmeriCorps volumteer, Paloma Galindo, took it upon herself to edit, add music and 
old photographs to a taped imterview of Orel Lewis, taped in 1995. Yreka Community 
Television aired that video last month. The questions have to do mostly with the river, 
weather. forestry, and fisheries. Anvone imterested is welcome to check out a copy of this 
video or any of the others fro the Siskiyou RCD office, 467-3975. Some of the other 
folks interviewed so far are Frank Hayden. Charlie Thom, Betty Hall. Dot Luce, Jim 
Denny. Ernest “Doc™ Hovendon. Jessie Hammond, Bud Tozier, and “Pinky” Bill 
Matthews. 

The next Scon River Watershed CRMP Council meeting will be held Tuesday, 


September 21, 1999 at the United Methodist Church in Etna at 7 pm. The public is 
welcome to attend. There will be no special educational portion this month. 
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THE CRMP CORNER | 
By Jeffy Davis Marx 














Sometimes knowledge impairs one’s previously oblivious happiness. As ] walk streams 
and rivers. even drive bv them. ] rarely think about the natural beauty of them any more. 
Because | have learned quite a bit about how the ecology of waterways in the last three 
vears. 1 look with a highly critical «ve at what I once considered unequivocally beautiful. 


] am not naive enough to think that all streams should look the same, even if they were all 
functioning perfectly. There are many different kinds of healthy riparian areas. ] have, 
however, realized that there are some common characteristics which are present in most. 


As ] have learned. ] have also tried to teach others. with whom I] come in contact. One of 
the best wavs to encourage good stewardship is to point out some good management 
techniques. Most management damaging to our streams is due to ignorance on the pan of 
the landowner. not malice. If each of us citizens who recognizes a detrimemial land 
management activity would just mention it in a kind way to our neighbors, it could save 
some regulatory difficulties for that person and for all of us down the line. 


For instance, how many of you know what “tail water” is and why it can be damaging to 
stream health? It is the surplus water running off of an irrigated area back into the stream. 
The problem with that is that in many cases the water has heated up and may have picked 
up some nutrients which it carries back to the stream. In some cases. large landowners 
have built ponds to capture that water in such a way that m returns only by seepage from 
the bottom. That has the effect of cooling and filtering the water before its reentry. There 
are other techniques also. The Natural Resource Conservation Service (formerly the Soil 
Conservation Service) has been helping landowners for years with managing such 
problems. Many ranchers know of this service, but the smaller landowners do not. 


The next Scon River Watershed CRMP meeting will be held at the Fort Jones 
Community Center, at 7 PM on Tuesday, August 17, 1999. The Siskiyou County 
Resource Specialist, Jim DePree will give an update on the groundwater plan which the 
County is doing. in accordance with the County Groundwater Ordinance passed last year. 
The public is invited to anend. 
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Cattle may be needed to protect salmon habitat What really 
. ___ happened to 


1 Travis Burke 


By Maggie Maguire 








By Liz Bowen 





SCOTT VALLEY - Aller ycars of com- 
plaints about ruination of natural 
habitat by cattle graziig, new evidence 
suggests that manage( caltle grazing 
av ald rchabilitation uf salinon habl- 
al. | 

Riparian arcas next lo the Scott 

River that have rerguih several 


YREKA - Ilis blood alce 
content was 0.12 percent 
half again the legal onl! 

drive. Dut Travis Mia 
‘wasu'l driving the night 
disappeared, and the last : 
y excluding any cate grazing have. \ a\t ; | people who allegedly saw | 
become the habitat for an aburidant . et a Pp alive told police they belie 
mice population. j PETALS TY | t the boy was very drunk. 
Thal Increase in rpdents is now J fs MB: Sls mother believes the 
killing young willw tices and conifer was murdered, bul accor 
irces planted with the Intention of _ to prosecution wliness 
lmproving salmon riparian habitat. ‘Travis Burke fad too m 
Recent surveys by the Siskiyou . to drink on Friday, Dec 
Resource Conscrvaltioty District (SRCD) , 1998, at the home Espra 
ott Scoll River riparian) restoration pro- <'Saticedo-Fogle shared w 
jects, have found Usal ant Ineredse of her boyfriend, Te 
noxious weeds and grass-lype of vege- Chadwell. The pair, al: 
lation provides a safe and favorable with 19-ycar-old Nicho 
habitat for mice. tn thelr nced for more Hernandez, are changed 1 
food, as their population increased ti  worting ~~ ~— 
February and March, Gary Diack, pro- > Photo by Liz Dewen Durke and several o 
ject coordinator for tite SRCD, began ae ) ) tecns consumed the ni 
nnding willow nnd euler tres that Nem concert, — alll qrasing may be needed oe inert Dictitcl renlekes ithe appeared. The 
had been girdled by the rodents. thet ant ebundant mite population is eating and killing young trees along the currently ave standing 
“The willow trees wil] come back, bul goat niver. In area @hére cattle have been totally excluded, It has now been °"' charges of felony ch 
> oe this year’s growsh.” entd Black. discovered by govetnthent agencies, that It becomes overgrown with (tall grass — me. = . and 
but the conifers jare obviously 14 non-netive noxldhs weeds. The resulting thick vegetation hes protected 4 or tegiiey wen, None 


ycars of natural growth of native 
rasses atid hhon-nalivé noxious weeds 




















Genners. the mice from natutgl predators, but now the over-eating by the mice threat- 
. a . on back pe ens — — a Coytinued ea back pege 
Trial date set for alleged timber conversion 
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ieee ote cesses Oe oe 


westons Thurscerz Dec 3S. 


ight sefiecting off the sno™, 
hey sald. ES 
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yor County Supetior 
Sourt Judge Robert Kaster's 
-ourt. has now been put on 
rnold fer another week while 
he boy's body is autopsied 
again. The pathologist who 
>erformed tbe first autopsy. 
>r. Orazio Resolia estimated 
che size and weight of the boy. 
as well as his organs. This. 
along with the fact that the 
doctor's license was under sus- 
>ension by at least one State 
agency during the time he per- 
jormed the autopsy. gave von 
>ourt le cause to requ 

che calnetien and further 


Cattle may be needed 


Continued from front page 


Girdling means the bark 
nas been eaten from the Cir- 
cumference of the young 
tree. This kills a conifer, 
where willows wil] re-sprout. 
according to Black. 

¢ study also suggests 

l.. . cattle grazing in the 
spring will reduce noxious 
weeds that are not indige- 
nous to the area and have 
become a plague to land 
owners. Within two years of 
a@- no cattle grazing pro- 
ram - property owners have 

ound alien noxious weeds 

out-compete the natural 
vegetation. Star thistle, 
Canadian thistle and mulien 


Koeger 
added that she did not mean 
by that that the defendants 
were anv less responsible for 
her son's Geath. because thev 
had provided him alcohol 
many times before the night he 
disa 

Meanwhile. -defendant 
Espranza Saucedo-Fogle was 
taken to the emergency room 
last week for severe abdominal 
cramping. She was excused 
from court the rest of that day. 

The jury is expected to 
return to hear testimony the 
week of May 24. 





riparian areas. As a project 
coordinator for the SRCD. 
Black writes grants as land 
owners request assistance 
on specific projects. 

The new grazing project 
“hasn't happened vet.” and 
Black added that cattle 
grazing in riparian areas 
will be done in a conserva- 
tive manner. Perhaps, cattle 
will be turned into the area 
for several short periods in 
the spring and fall. . 

“It is very obvious we need 
something to clean this out.” 
said Black of the area that 
is nearly two feet deep with 
grass and vegetation. The 
young dead trees can be 
spotted with chew marks 
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Middle Eastern Festiva] wil] 


‘be beld Wednesday. May 19, 
: from 5-30 20 7 p-m. at the 


- | SS 4 - 7 
Trée cutnng 


amphitheater. _ , 
Mason Weaver, can 
for the 74th Ass: 
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Continued fom font page ; 


the area In 1966. Since then, - 


oak and pine tees have grown 
up in the field. The Anthonys 
purchased the property less 
ed to improve the fiejd by 
replanting @ forage crop. - —~ 

Several winesses turned the 
Antbonys in when they sew 
the trees being cut or hauled 


Agriculture not Timberland 
The case is sensitive. 


a to private property 
aoe the district 
attorney's office is using a cir- 
cuit tor from a state- 
wide Environmental 
Prosecutor Program. “~ 
Brown, the executive 
director of the California 
District Attorney's Association. 
explained that ~- the 
Environmental Prosecutor 
Program was started in ry 














to offerexpertis . 

involving § <nvironr 
crimes. The CDAA re 
State end federal gre- 
fund the Environr 
Prosecutor Progra . 
spring of 1998 and th- 


the pre-trial hearing 
Representin 
Environmental! Pros- 
program at the pre-tr. 
Larry Allen from the ‘ 
County office, who he 
Geputized as a Si: 
County District Artorne 


in in July. 

Kelly said not much 
happening until the 
which is expect 


three days. 
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that grows 10 feet high. are 
not natural to the Scott 


River riparian area and have 


from the micé.-) ++ |. 
SRCD works closely with 
the California Department of 
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become very thick. Fish and Game in the devel- 
The balance has been opment of pro ects. : 
upset according to Black. “We see the Fish and 


Game as one df the more 
progressive agencies in 
seeking out solutions that 
are a win-win situation for 
} 

the wild life habitat.” said 
Black. 


“The Department of Fish 
and Game has realized that 
some managed grazing may 
be 2 benefit in certain.” said 


Projects have been funded 
to write grazing plans for 



































10 Local News: 


Scott River Watershed 
Council Report. 


By Jeffy Davis Marz 
All the folks who attended the Council meeting on December 


14th are to be commended for their teamwork and intelligence 
in the effort to get the process rolling again. The meeting was 
tory. , 








from 
other + collective experiences. The Scott River 
Watershed her 
study, she make recommendations to this group. The Council 
is presently focused on setting up the group process, although 
recommendations in other areas such as and project 
implementation are welcome. 
Many local citizens have signed up for participation on ‘he 
committees, but more are always yme. Emphasis is on an 
. in which all interested parties are welcome. If 


467-3798. You do not need to attend big ol’ meetings in order 
to participate in the Watershed Council 





—For-these-of you aha participate in your own subwatershed 
ae such as, Shackleford/Mill, M rench Creex.> 
aill 


ngs, or Sugar Creek should make sure that someone from 


your group is representing your interests in one or more of the 
Council's committees. 
The next Scott River Watershed Council meeting will be held 
‘t the Fort Jones Community Center on Tuesday. January 18, 
* «2m. The public i« invited and encouraged to attend. 
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Please print this article in the February 9th edition of the Press. If you come across the 
article that I sent on Monday, January 31st, do not print it. This article contains a partial 
rewrite of that one which you must have over-looked. 


Thank you, Jeffy 
2/3/00 Scott River Watershed Council Report 
By Jeffy Davis Marx 


An Opportunity to Serve Your Community 
The Scon River Watershed Council is slowing down on its reorganization phase although 
readjustments in the process may be necessary from time to time. Simultaneously, the Council i is 
looking at project Opportunities. 


Good participation has marked the last few months’ meetings. The six standing committees and 
their work are the foundation of the Council activity: Community Relations, Education, Water, 
Fish, Monitoring, and Land Committees. Although quite a few people have signed up for each of 
these, the Council would like to be sure that the Scott Valley community is aware of them so that 
anyone who is interested may participate. The process is always open. So, please feel free to 
attend any of the committee meetings in which you may be interested. Just come to see what it is 
like. My experience so far is that the mix of members makes for lively, but cordial, conversation 
on community resource issues. Such a forum in healthy for the community. 


AJthough there is a wide array of interests in the group, it must be mentioned that most of the 
participants are men. Absolutely nothing is wrong with men; it would just make a more balanced 
group if more women would participate, so come on girls, give it a try. 


One of the main purposes of the committees is to hear and to help develop project ideas brought 

to them by community members. Anyone interested in bringing forth an idea is most welcome. A 
main purpose of the committees is to help community members to connect to the process with or 
without necessarily participating on a regular basis. Anyone who is not sure to which committee 
he or she should go with an idea, call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467-3798. 








Committee Meeting Schedule: 
Community Relations: Thursday, February 10, 2000, 6:30 pm 
Siskiyou RCD Office, Etna 
Education Committee: Wednesday, March 1, 2000, 6:30 
Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones 
Water Committee: Wednesday, February 9, 2000, 4:30 
Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones 
Fish Committee: Tentative: Friday, March 17, 2000, 8:30 am 
Forest Service Compound Conference Room 
~ Bridge Street, Fort Jones 
Monitoring Committee: Tuesday, March 14th, 8:30 am 


Scott Valley Bank Conference Room. Fort Jones 
Upland (Land Use) Committee: Tuesday, March 14, 2000, 6:30 
Siskiyou RCD Office, Etna 
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By Jeffy Devis Marz 


It seems as if years have past since 
Februarys Watershed Council report. I've 
spent three weeks tending to mv daughter 
and new grandson after his birth in Panama. 
Physical distance creates a Cistortion in ones 
sense of time. Despite mv great reluctance to 
leave the litde fellow behind. all is well there. 
and | return with great vigor to the task of 
helping this wonderful Scott Valley communi- 
ty to work on issues affecting its nat- 
ural and economic health. 

For those of vou who have not received the 
latest Council Newsletter in the mail. you can 
request that one be sent to vou by me 
at 467-3798 ors by the Siskivou RCD 
office in Etna, in back of City Hall. This 
newsletter issue explains the Watershed 





Fish trapping device installed on Scott 


se ene 


ow 
o»- ~ 


FORT JONES - A juvenile @& 
fish trapping device has & 
been installed in the middle 
of the Scott River to count 
and assess the health of 
young steelhead. chinook 
and coho salmon. 

Fish biologists and trained 
technicians will use the trap 
to count the number of 
species. determine their age. 
and closely examine the 

ng fish to assess their 
life history and health. After 
the information is gathered. 
the fish are released to con- 
tinue their journey down 
river. 











nity of Scott Bar. the highly 
visible eight foot wide rotat- 
ing trap has been installed 
by fish biologists from the 
Klamath National Forest and 








size. This does not preclude the group fre 
seeking UNanimous agreement from the ent: 
Council when possible. 

In February each of the six standing cor. 
mittees Chose a representative and alternat: 
to the Executive Council. The representative 
for the following committees are: 

*Community Outreach: Ric Costales 

*Education Committee: Gareth Plank 

*Fish Committee: Larry Toelle 

*Land Committee: Ernie Wilkinson 

*Monitoring Committee: Andrew Eller 

*Water Committee: Wing Hodas 

We are fortwnate to have a p of suc 
fine people dedicated to the Teatth of wu- 
resources and economy and willing to volun 
teer many hours a month for everyone's ben 
efit. The committees are currently soliciting 
project ideas from the community 
Landowners and others with ideas on pr »jects 
can attend committee meetings or the regula: 
March Watershed Council meeting. 

The public is invited to the next Scott Rive: 
Watershed Council meeting at 7 p.m. or. 
Tuesday. March 21, at the Fort Jones 
one of the topics on the agenda. | 
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California Department of 
Fish and Game. The trap. 
—T near the mouth of Pat 

ord Creek. is held in place 


being collected in the Shas: 
and Klamath Rivers. Th 
data will help to-evaluate th 
fish restoration efforts o 
going in local rivers. 

The count will continu 
nex 


highly visible trap is easily 
seen by Noaters and kayak- 
ers. and provides sufficient 

j les. To time for the river users to 
~My ng Sy navigate around the device. 


ensure the safety of river 
users. the rotating device 
was Strategically placed near 


ohe miAcle af « 


The information gathered 
by biologists will be com- 
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Dear Daniel, 


Please print this article in the May 17th edition of the Press. I have emailed it as well. I 
hope that it is not too awfully long. J will send another, follow-up article next week. Let me 
know if something is not clear. | 


* - 


Thank vou, Jeffy > 
7, 


t.°** 


£-11-00 as 


¥ 
-_ ; Ready or Not, Here Come the TMDL’s 
Total Maximum Daily Loads 


What is does this acronym mean? Knowing the words represented sheds little light on the 
onifi 


TMDLs are a new form of water-quality regulation. Several watersheds in northern California 
have already undergone a process to determine how much of a particular pollutant is allowed 
before some form of enforcement comes down on the perpetrator(s). The Garcia River, Redwood 
Creek in Humboldt County, and the South Fork of the Trinity River have already undergone a 
process to set the pollutant levels on their streams. 


TMDL's advent in northern California is a result of the federal Clean Water Act of 1972. The 
law is aimed at controlling water pollution to protect what it calls “beneficial uses”, which can be 
anything from drinking water to aquatic life and recreation. The law was passed when many 
streams were So dirty that some rivers and lakes in the East and Midwest caught fire. At first, 
regulators focused on the most obvious and dramatic sources of pollution especially near urban 
areas, such as untreated municipal sewage and refineries. These are called “point sources” of 
pollution in that they are significant amounts of pollutants coming from a single pipe. 


Regulators then turned their attention to “non-point sources”, which are spread out across a : 
landscape, individually small, but collectively large. The Scott River has been designated by the 
North Coast Water Quality Control Board as having water quality impaired by high temperature 
and sediment. 


A lawsuit brought by the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen's Association and twelve other 
organizations forced the US Environmental Protection Agency to set limits on how much 
pollution could be discharged into streams on the North Coast, where water quality was listed as 
impaired. The Scott River is among those streams. 





The responsibility to protect these streams falls to the state North Coast Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (regional board) through setting a ceiling for how much of each pollutant the 
stream can tolerate every day. That ceiling is its Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). Rules and 
plans then establish how the discharges into the stream will be brought within those limits. taking 
imto account the natural background sources and the human activities in the area. 


jo? 

















Now What? 

According 10 the regional board’s schedule, the TMDL for the Scon River will be set in 2005. 
That gives the people in the Scott time to gather their own data so that arbitrary limits 
extrapole:<2 from some other totally differemt system are not used to set limits in the Scott. 


The whole process for the TMDL report and the three step implementation will be explained to 
some extent in an arucle in next week's Pioneer Press. 


Improving the water quality in the Scott River has been a clear objective of the Watershed 
Council from the start. That desire is tempered, however, by a cautious and pro- ~ctive anitude 
toward further regulation. The Watershed Council is and has always been of the opinion that the 
health of the watershed depends on the viability of a vigorous community of resident 
landowners, including sustainable forestry and ranching. 


In light of that opinion, some information and some tools for protecting landowner management 
activities from potentially arbitrary regulation will be offered on Tuesday, May 30, 2000 at the 
Scott Valley Grange in Greenview. The public is invited to hear and talk with Ken Tate, UC 
Extension Watershed Specialist from Davis, who will be presenting landowner techniques for 
monitoring their own water quality. In addition to the presentation, the Council will serve a free 
spaghetti dinner before hand to which the public is also invited. Dinner is a 6 pm and the 
presentation/discussion is at 7pm. 
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RETROSPECTIVE 


BUSY 


9 9 8 


TIMES 








PROJECTS 


The Scott River Watershed CRMP Council has 
been extremely busy this year due to the fact that the 
State of California has allocated much more money 
for fisheries restoration than in the past. State Senate 
Bill 271 (Thompson Bill) has made $8 million a year 
available to areas outside the Central Valley for 
fisheres restoration. The CRMP Council has spent 
many hours developing projects which have been 
proposed to the State, the US Fish and Wildlife 
- Service, and others. Did you ever try to make 
multiple, important decisions on a consensus basis? It 
is hard work.Council members and other community 
people who have participated deserve a lot of credit 
for the grueling volunteer hours they have put in for 
the benefit of the fish and the community. 

After the CRMP Council prioritizes the projects, 
the top ones are proposed for funding by the Siskiyou 
RCD/CRMP Project Coordinators and the CRMP 
Coordinator. Fish screens, ripanan planting and 
fencing, streambank stabilization, water conservation, 
education, and monitoring are the types of projects 
proposed. Road erosion inventones and reduction 
projects in upland areas have been included in the last 
year. Projects in the upper areas of the watershed are a 
welcome addition to the program as the uplands are 
SO important to general watershed health. 


a 


In the last three years, three quarters of a million 
dollars worth of projects have been implemented. 
Presently, another three-quarters of a million dollars 
worth of projects are in various stages of 
implementation. The project funds are managed by the 
Siskiyou RCD/CP MP Program Manager, Carolyn 
Pimentel. 





Alth sgh this may look like just a bunch of sticks buried in a ditch, 
in all likelihood they will make for some healthy riparian vegetation 
as early as this spring Having experimented with various types of 
planting, Siskiyou RCD Proyect Coordinator, Gary Black has found 
that planting cuttings in trenches is a cost-effective and successful 
technique for starting willows in ripenan areas 

(continued on next page) 
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RETROSPECTIVE: PROJECTS (continued from first / age) 


The fast rate at which the program has grown has 
been both a blessing and a curse. Having the funds 
available to implement the projects which ultimately 
benefit fish is a blessing. Gearing up in a short time 
to handle such a large workload is difficult. 

Another $292,501 worth of projects has been 
proposed so far for fiscal year 1999 with more 
furding opportunities yet to come this year. Many of 
the recently proposed projects have the function of 
monitoring the success of previous projects and the 
condition of the watershed so that the CRMP and 
RCD ultimately have the capability of showing 
fishenes habitat improvement. 


EDUCATION 


The CRMP sponsored four different educational 
events in 1998. A highlight was the Roads 
Workshop in May presented by Dz any Hagans of 
Pacific Watershed Associates. This event took place 
mostly out on the ground in Quartz Valley and the 
lower Scott tributaries where Danny pointed out the 
techniques for making roads as “hydrologically 
invisible” as possible. After all the rain the last two 
years, people were ready to listen to strategies for 
reducing the work of maintaining roads as well as 
reducing sediment to the streams. 

A Riparian Roundtable was also held this year 
in September. Those who attended all had varying 
degrees of experience with riparian planting. They 
ranged from those who do it for a living to those who 
are looking for better success planting on their own 
land. The morning was dedicated to a sharing of 
experiences. Andrew Eller of CalForest supplied 
ome exhibits and took the group out on the ground 

how some planting sites on the Scott River in the 
‘tternoon. The group decided that it should be an 
annual affair with the Shasta Valley having been 

ntatively chosen for 1999. 

A two-day PFC Workshop (Properly 

i unctioning Condition of streams), taught by an 
interdisciplinary, interager cy team, was also held in 
September. The group attenJing was made up of 
landowners, agency personnel, and students. A fter 
training the participants the first day, the team of 
teachers involved the participants in assessing the 
condition of several stream sites in the upper Scott 
basin. It produced a dynamic interaction among all 





At the PFC Workshop, John Spencer describes the history of the 
Scon Rivers dynamics in his lifetime on his land. This type of 
onecdotal information is vital to the understanding of systems. 


involved and a definitely better understanding of the 
dynamics of stream behavior. 

Another event, a class more than a workshop, was 
held in November for ranchers and other landowners 
interested in coordinating resource and operational 
planning. Dan Drake of the UC Extension Office in 
Yreka and Randy Seelbrede of the Natural Resource 
Conservation Service taught the Ranch and 
Watershed Planning Course to a dozen ranch and 
land owners. Participants received soils maps and 
acral photos to begin the two-evening course and 
followed an outline provided for looking at the 
possible effects of their management practices on 
water quality in particular. The participants may do 
for future reference, send them to the State Water 
Quality Control Board for review and comment, use 
them as a basis for future planning, or throw them 
away, The idea is to have the information down and 
take a look at it to determine where there may be 
some water quality problems, if any. It is better to 
2005 when our watershed is scheduled for a TMDL 
plan. The Scott River CRMP is hoping that 
everything will be in place when that date comes 
along and no regulations will be necessary. 

This Ranch and Watershed Planning Course 
will be made available again soon. Please contact 
Jeffy Davis Marx, 467-3798, if you are interested in 
participating in the future and you will be notified of 
the date. 

The education of young people is an integral part 
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of the CRMP’s educational vision. This year Sue 
Maurer has been contracted by the Siskiyou RCD to 
coordinate and teach a Watershed Education 
Program at Etna Union High School. Sue is an 
experienced and dynamic teacher in the field and 
knows how to coordinate the integration of the 
technology and the concepts used in the field into the 
classroom. This program will hopefully lead to a 
similar, on-going ROP course at the high school. 


POLITICS 


Not the least of the issues in 1998 has been the 
effects of the listing of coho salmon under che 
Endangered Species Act and, in particular, the 
proposed critical habitat of that anadromous fish. The 
CRMP Council does what it can to minimize politics, 
as the focus is on restoration efforts to help the fish 
and other resources, but sometimes issues become so 
overwhelming that it is difficult to stay out of them. 
The CRMP Council has held a bottom line that all 
people should be good stewards of their land 
regardless of politics. Armthing which impedes 
stewardship responsibility is not beneficial to 
fish nor to the health of the community at 
large. The Council also encouraged the National 
Marine Fisheries Service to inform people well of 
their intent. 4 




































A Western Pastime 


Copyright 1993 by permission of Paul Stanton 
(exclusive of fish) 





Because CRMP is a planning process run by 
people of broad-based interests, it is difficult 
sometimes to know in exactly what direction 
consensus may take the process. There is an 
emphasis on taking a look at how much the 
projects to date have advanced the cause of 
restoration, as well as being able to assess the 
present condition of the watershed. How much 
can we really affect improvernent? How do we 
measure that improvement to guide in future 
efforts and to show it to agencig¢s? How do we 





PROSPECTIVE 


prioritize projects with the greatest good in a cost- 
effective way? These are some of the answers 
sought by the CRMP Council. 

If you like to help with problem solving and 
can work with people of diverse interests, please 
join in the CRMP fun. See the notice of upcoming 
events below and the regular CRMP meeting 
schedule which will resume in February. 4 




















UPCOMING EVENTS 


CRMP MEETING - 9 AM, Saturday, January 30, 
1999, United Methodist Church, Etna. 


MONITORING ROUNDTABLE - 12 PM, 
Thursday, February 11, 1999, Fort Bowl Café, Fort 
Jones. 


FIRE ECOLOGY FORLUM - 7 PM, Tuesday, 
February 16, 1999, United Methodist Church, Etna 





P.O. Box 268, Etna, CA 97027 





SCOTT RIVER 
WATERSHED CRMP 
COUNCIL 
Established 1992 


MEETINGS 
Third Tuesday, 7 P. M. 
Location alternates between 
United Methodist Church, Etna 
and various Ft. Jones locations. 


TELEPHONE 
(916) 467-3975 
FAX 467-5617 














CRMP GOALS 


LONG TERM GOAL 
Seek coordinated resource management in the 
Scott River watershed which will produce and 
maintain a healthy and productive watershed 
and community. 


SHORT TERM GOAL 


Work for adequate flows in the Scott River 
system to protect the migration, spawning 
and rearing needs of salmon and steelhead 
stocks while also protecting other beneficial 
uses. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COORDINATED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANNING 
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COMMUNITY 
INPUT ON 
CRMP'S 
EFFECTIVENESS 


As a bold move to help assess the effectiveness of 
the CRMP process and its results, I have asked a few . 
members of the CRMP, project participants, and other 
community members to express their opinions on the 
CRMP’s and, by extension, the Siskiyou RCD’s 
efforts at resource management and restoration. ] 
tried to select a cross-section of folks. Here are seven 
responses (out of about twenty surveys that were sent 
out) to the four questions asked. Responses of 
individuals are lettered A - G. 

It should be noted that the CRMP is a consensus 
group and that these opinions of individuals do not 
represent the consensus of the CRMP. It is also useful 
to consider the CRMP’s goals while reading the 


survey reponses. 





CRMP LONG TERM GOAL 
Seek coordinated resource management in the Scott 
River watershed which will produce and maintain a 


healthy and productive watershed and community. 
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UPCOMING EVENTS 


CRMP Meeting: 7:00 PM, Tuesday, August 17, 
at the Fort Jones Community Center. 


Jim Depree, Siskiyou County Resource Specialist, will 
present information on the progress of the groundwa- 
ter plan required by the ordinance already passed by 
the Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors. 


The public is always invited to CRMP meetings. 








QUESTION 1 


Just how effective do you think the Scott River 
Watershed CRMP has been in the last seven years in 
attaining its long term goal? 

Responses to Question 1: 

A. The CRMP has been moderately effective. The 
problem is so complex that without scientific support and 
modeling of limiting factors and lag responses, a solution 
is unlikely. The educational effort has been adequate 
enough to lead to stalemate. 


B. Need a “state of the watershed” annual report as a 
basis for evaluation. Very litle results. reported to the 
public — not just dollars spent. Should have a town meeting 
with facilitator to discuss goals and objectives and plans 
and evaluate the progress annually. 

Difficult to measure “coordinated resource 
management” and never defined “healthy and productive 
watershed and community” with indicators to measure. 
Should restate goal to be a better vision - coordination is 
the means, not the end product. Optional language for 
revised goals: 

“To protect, enhance and restore anadromous fish 
habitat and achieve and maintain a balance between 
resource protection and resource use on a “holistic” 
watershed basis.” (continued on next page) 
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“To kelp ‘addbess watershed management issues in the 
n..tershed and provide a framework for coordination and 
cooperation among key interests in the development and 
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C Uty effective when & coins to riphrian restorasion# eed i 


and streambank stabilization. The CRMP has been less 


cffective in improving stream flow amounts necessary to oe 


ustain salmon and steelhead in good condition year * 
round. 


D. We have made progress but very few of our 
watersheds can be considered “healthy and productive” in 
terms of water quality and salmon. We don't seem to have 
. the collective will to address the difficult issues. This 
means we de facto leave them for others to determine the 
course of action. 


E. Slow progress. The easy projects seem to be effective 
over all with good educational growth and projects that 
demonstrate some cooperation. The tough, meaningful 
projects have yet to be faced and implemented. 


F. The last 7 years the CF MP has been effective in: 
-planting and fencing and establishing a monitoring 
process to evaluate planting success 

-very good at providing relevant workshops and 
educational opportunities 

-experimenting with stock watering processes and 
irrigation use efficiency studies 


The CRMP has not been effective to date in: 

-assessing upsiope conditions (though this appears to be 
changing) and factors which have an impact on the valley 
river structure 

-involving a good representation of valley ranchers in the 
CRMP process 

-partially as a result of the above, the valley is not united 
(and maybe not aware) of the need to work together to 
produce a desired river structure that is not downcut, 
channelized, full of sediment norexcessively wide and 
shallow in many areas. 

-addre:sing complicated issues that are lary to watershed 
and aquatic species recovery (e.g., low summer flows, river 
Structure, etc). 

~agencies have stayed largely in the “back seat” in terms 
of providing and recruiting necessary expertise to address 
problems (such as key limiting factors) and possible 
solutions in a non-biased fashion 

-though the CRMP has sponsored some excellent 
workshops, to my knowledge, we have not made a 
coordinated and persistent attempt to promote or advocate 
what we have learned. 


G. I think CRMP has not only played an essential role 


in garnering grants and funding to do many permanent > 
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CRMP SHORT TERM GOAL 
Work for adequate flows in the Scott River system to 
protect the migration, spawning and rearing needs of 
salmon and steelhead stocks while also protecting 
other beneficial uses. 








The first objective of this goal is to “Improve fall 
flows for salmon and stecthead in the Scott River end 
tributaries.” 

How effective do you think the CRMP and RCD 
programs have been in that endeavor? 

Responses to Question 2: 

A. It is hard to say without scientific evaluation. While 
instream and riparian protection measures appear to be 
effective, high flow events, however episodic, may negate 
their benefit. 

B. Serious drought during formative years 1992-1994 
influenced this goal, and then pursuit was dropped in 
higher flow years. Still a problem that needs to be 
anticipated during next low flow period. Innovative 
methods, including water purchase, need to be researched 
and pursued. The word “adequate” (in terms of flows) has 
never been defined. 


C. The CRMP and RCD have not been effective in 
achieving the goals and objectives related to water quality. 
Improving summer and fall flows should be the next major 
focus of both groups. 


D. Little impact on flows. 


E. Need for watershed protection have and are being 
reasonably implemented. However, none of the programs 
have had any meaningful effect on improving fall flows. 


F. Again, some experimentation with crop watering 
needs, ¢.g., how much water is needed, and when. (How 
widely have these results been promoted?). | also feel we 
lex the stock watering issue drop rather than pursuing. 
Over all | do not feel there is any significant improvement 
in fall flows. 
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G. | think the awareness level by water users of the 
need for fall flows has been raised significantly. However, 
without storage capability, fall flows will always be partly 
dependent on weather with or without diversion dam 
breaching. 





QUESTION 3 


Do you personally subscribe to the CRMP’s goals? 
If so, which of the many programs and projects of the 
CRMP do you think is the most effective in attaining its 


goals? 


Responses to Question 3: 

A. Not without revision. Without floodplain 
availability for energy dissipation during high flow events, 
riparian rehabilitation will not be effective in the long run. 
There are too many off-site factors that may be controlling. 
This fact makes selection of local measures difficult. 


B. Defacto goal now is to protect land and water 
users for a “taking” for salmon. So emphasis has shified of 
necessity from proactive to reactive. For this defacto goal, 
fish screening would be most effective if implemented more 


effectively. 


C. Yes 1 do. All projects dealing with “on-the-ground” 
activities as well as the studies and assessments that will 
provide the focus for future projects. 


D. Yes. The integration of monitoring data, fish 
screens, and, to a lesser extent, education. 


E. Yes. Continued strong educational commitment 
with full acceptance and commitment to “releasing more 
water” to meet flow requirements and full cooneration and 
support by all segments of the community. 


F. The goals are fine, but I think we are at the stage 
where it is essential that all the programs and projects 
become coordinated, such as in a subbasin plan, which, in 
turn, recognizes and focuses most all endeavors on a few 
specific but key issues. To my mind, these are: 1) flows 
(summer lows, storm peaks), 2) upslope conditions (fuel 
loading and fire risk, road conditions and density, sediment 
generation, etc.), 3) current valley river structure (riparian 
and bank condition, restoration of a desired meander 


patiern and slope). 


G. Yes. Fish screens are crucial. Streambank 
stabilization is crucial. Data compilation/monitoring is 
important for decision making and political purposes if it 
is focused and meaningful. 


QUESTION 4 


How do you think that the CRMP can be more 
effective in achieving their goals? 
Responses to Question 4: 

A. Obtain grant funds to get scientific support 
required. For example, the question of the water balance 
for the watershed with and without vegetation (upland) 
manipulation. 

Cost benefit analysis of cessation of some irrigation 
during dry, low flow years: is this an effective strategy? 
Explore payment compensation vehicles for hay 
production forgone. 

] think the CRMP is running out of patience and 
resolve tocontinue to pursue poorly founded or just 
inadequately founded proposed solutions. Given current 
awaren«ss of climate changes and the extremes we are 
experiencing, all could be for naught. Marc Margel, 
professor at University of California) could be your best 
first contact to lead to scientific bolstering of the joint 
CRMP/RCD efforts. He is a systems analyst with a lot of 
fisheries modeling experience. ° 


B. Time to reevaluate its goals and be more direct in 
addressing water quality and fisheries. Long-term goal is 
more like a mission statement. Can include private 
property rights and responsibilities also. 


C. Personnally, | think the CRMP Council spends way 
too much time on dealing with trivial matters (Bylaws, 
wordsmithing action plans to death, etc.) We, as a group, 
need to pick a few high priority watershed needs and focus 
our efforts on those. The committees are really what 
should be driving projects and activities related to meeting 
objectives and goals developed ity the CRMP. These 
committees should be meeting several hours monthly, at a 
minimum, to develop projects/activities which are then 
brought to the CRMP for their blessing. My feeling is that 
the CRMP should meet only quarterly to discuss and vote 
on the projects developed by the committees. Too often at 
CRMP meetings we get “nothing to report” from 
committee heads. Committee need to have more time 
working on projects and maybe then would have the time 
to provide something meaningful to the CRMP group. In 
summary-more commitiee meetings and fewer CRMP 


meetings. 
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(continued from inside pages) 


D. CRMP members need to take more responsiblility 
Jor running the CRMP rather than delegating this to staff. 
As a step in this direction, the Executive Commitiee should 
be reconfigured so that it is made up of members and the 
coordinator. Put the emphasis on flows and upslope road 
decommissioning or “hydrological storage.” Set up a 
revolving loan fund for fish screens. Develop and 
implement a better system for project development which 
stresses technical assistance in project development. 
Require that anyone getting CRMP/RCD assistance agree 
10 allow diversion and/or well gauging/monitoring. 
Reconfigure the commitiee system-use work groups instead 
- including work groups that exist only for a limited time 
and purpose. Require that all commitiees be “balanced” in 
terms of interests. Get all the “players” in the room — this 
means the cities and People for the USA, too. Complete 
project monitoring and feed this data back to CRMP. This 
will lead to better projects. Complete subbasin strategic 
plan which analyzes limiting factors and identifies where 
and how to address these factors. Develop MOU with the 
RCD. 


E. Giving CRMP its full credit for its 
accomplishments by positive media coverage and total 
support by the RCD. 
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F. More use of brainstorming. Use more direction, 
expertise from participating agencies. Retain agency use 
in a non-biased, non-voting role. They do need to be able 
10 comment on project effectiveness, biological and 
physical soundness. Obtain agreement on the most key and 
limiting factors and focus work in these areas! Recognize 
which current processes are interfering with these key 
factors. Make the push to get the subbasin plan completed 
and involve major stakeholders. Truly consider the needs 
of downstream and other users which should also be 
recognized in the subbasin plan. Above all, actively pursue 
trust and good science. For example, if we want to work 
on providing better summer flows in the river and need 
additional water, to my mind, truly consider all options 
(e.g., use of high-tech dams and reservoirs located off 
stream, built to avoid sediment clogging, and which could 
produce some recreational related income, etc.). lt needs 
10 be very clear that we are actively working for ag and 
fish, etc. and the same time. We need to think bigger, 
exchange hope and trust for threat of legal actions and 
pursue more outside connections (especially for expertise, 


options, and funding). 


G. I have a sense that much of the data collection, 
especially involving volunteer school kids, may just be 
busy work. Hands-on education is important, as long as 
the data collection is interpreted and kept in perspective. 
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A Civil Behavior 
e leave on their cool off 
1 + person on own, and apologize, 
2 * member takes a break and does not come to meetings for a few months and lets 


someone else the organization, 
5+ members Pobie each other, member organization police themselves and keep the 
4+ the CRMP meeting stops and everyone home, 


5+ CRMP stops having meetings and ’ 
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on the executive committee and at meetings so power 
members 
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pdt ga ee pete eel 
assign someone to watchdoj, and remind the group. 
3 hpee onthe proce the group on track. 
5 « Revisit the rules and them in a formal ceremony where each member signs a 
copy of the rules and statement that he/she will try his/her best to follow the rules. Read 
fale clon Oy t my or ome er dxgnand cf votg menben 
° & majority or some g 
Regs hceed er eee, 


: Mey Row es “decision maker” 


ny 
ble 
1 « Develop a Memorandum ot Understanding (MOU) with the RCD to clarify roles and 


= 
Posith Soltons 





j. 
2° 


Feit Solutions: 


] «Rename the CRMP and use the name change to mark a fresh start. (name 
example:Scott River Watershed Council) 


//¥ 








* General Opinions from the survey 

+ Givens that the CRMP is working under 

* Acticn 00 be uken 

Tgreera pope agree that the CRMP: 

> is valua _ making a difference for landowners, fish, and the community 

* should conunuve 

, the 

free fey ptt Uo eee : 

Se. ty “ie Jee to esk yo can" % 

« should remove organizations not parucipate (Cr PeOTanw - 

+ staff follows directions given by the CRMP oe ie 

hy ap ym opp hoy J po tegnepetne mes haere ai 

* is Opportunity to review agree on 4S * , 
+ if there are changes pene 7 - an» rele 
; civil behavior is 0 must and seenstting should be dene when becevier fa comer 
* most are worn out from working with Felice and want to see a new . tciw™ 
representauve from KFA ee; t¢ . 


"4 E484 CmSensus APs A “a Stirs -22eF Seeing 
+ ”7 Dik ne Rid VG ord CArver foe Vet 71 te Wer 


“ey of ashi ! : 


. 
4 


Givens that the CRMP j ii 
» CRMP is a Ccnsensus group. so all members need to contribute and there must be 


pS ty ey 
ach organization has the right to send the representative of their choice 


+ To restructure everyone must agree deive 
everyone is ot ging wo agree wo have Felice foe he CRMP 


» Sto ef VolunTer 
. RD "ex Ves Found ing * 


*,* 
—, a 


. “Aetiss om rugs “ 


Action to be taken, (So what can be done???) 
* change the structure 


* change or control the process 





* change or control the personalities 
+ change or control behavior 


* recommit and decide to respect and rust one another, focuson= <ement and stop 
fighting where there is not 
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Section Four - Cptions co chink abcut 

A. Civil Behavior 

Possible Scluticns: when a perscn Goes any cf che above <hey leeve cn their 
own. cool cff ent epclocice, member takes a break ané Goes not come =o 
meetings fcr a few ccrchs end iets scmecne else represen: <e Cryperccaticn, 
meccer resicgus. mer>ers police eect cther, member cryanicaticcs pciice 
ssecselves anc keep <heir mecbers oder cootrel,. she CRO meeting sccps and 
everyones goes Some, CS sicps heaving meetings ant Csscives 


8. Scrcccare act Macoers 

Peasitie Scisucms: 

continue with seme sirectore using « regular cutsice faciiicator 

Retcce site of CRG co 2 vesting members cr less 

Ei cminate grows SC parcicipating, invite cther grows <s parcicipece 

Restrectore <8 6xecetive committes enc give it voting power. Four main 

= s involve pecpie im an a¢viscry capacity only 

ReGuce che conc=rsi ci she executive commictee by clarifying role and 
=) 


assign scmecne <> wetchécg ané recind =he grow. 
she group on treck. 

them in « formal ceremny woere seach member 
signs @ copy of =e rules and statement thet he/she will cry his/her best 
te fellow the rules. Read shese rules at every meeting. 

Make Gecisicns Dy @ mejcrity or some other designated § cf veting members 
<= takes 2 votes ts block «a decision 

Rave CRAMP be educations. crly, let RCD be che “decisicn maker’ 


>. Asletionship wich RC 
Pessidle Sc.utions: 
Sevelop a Memoranco=m of Understanding (MCU) with che ACD cc clarity roles 


acc procedures 
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De you Cons-ser ery cf <ae fcliowing as issues ‘tc2using comflic: for Gut? 


sO. yes ne Tye process fer moniccring projec: progress. is 
CRe able to evaluate <he izpecz of proieccs <et ere being werkec oo or 
cosas iecet? 


6G. yes x Progress =cwert meeting chiec=ives se= cut im Flecs 
f.. yes od Progress <owers sevelcping acc eccpiing « 


*restsracicn 5.” 


>. yes =f TogT ess Towers Sevelcping an= eccpting « 
“prciest pricri ssa Fla." 
<2. ves = A. ternative stock weter projects being provided 


woere <here wes 2C pcesicilicy cf echieving <he chjeccive cf get=ing wecter 
cuz cf ditches ané cscs se 2: is she Fail. afcer isrigeticn 


FF. ast 
64. Weat car be Gone ebcut politicking behind che scenes? 


€=. Wet car be Gone abcut pecple talking behind other pecple’s becks? 


6é. Seve =he By-Laws bean formally epproved? <=! sc heve <here been 
vicleticns Arcicie XZ. special rules mumber <. 1, #, 10, 13? =f so what 
shout be Gone aboct she viclaticns? 


67. Sheuld cr cam anything be done when member crganications try to make 
their own deals Wit> agencies ‘groups? 


€2. Are you Willing <> =icerstand cthers’ positicas? 


€?. STA needs =o be pars ct CRAMP but Felice is « problem because of what he 
represents <> Lencowmers. 
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D. ReLeticnsris wes ROifsoe Deep wresclyec issues) 


42. teat is <he SE's ccle?§3 ececaticn end Gscussicn. 
efciscry/reccmmenceticn ocr making che cecisicns? Please circle cc SG la. 


coscl Se e" yes 3 


<7. <8 it ok fer She ACD to padéed budgets and use mcney Scr ways et are 
net commected to am intended project? yes no 


6t. Wat & shoclé she RC charged for ecrinistrative costs in proposed CAP 
proieczs? 


48. Sas she RO So erepresented <he COOP in secret mestings wich MOE? Dic 
the AO claim <5et se COM wes Scing al. <het is needed ‘or anc 
thereicore <he Scot: Valley watershed should be ‘exaenpted* 


Species Act (ESA)? 
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Cc. Structure and Set csp 


23. Wy ere scme mecbers Oct par icipetiog? 


2¢. Would you like =: see <he COD make changes in <he voting sembersi{p? 


3Ca. lower =e soar cs f-i5 voting secbers? es 


30S. SaReVe SESErs crFeseticcs Set So act par=ccpace? 
es 33 

dtc. ace cther crpecicetions <‘et are ioterested? yes 

20¢. ace sere cx the grouse secbars? ves ne 


22. Met would happen if EFA ware not a part cf the CRO? 


13. Would it be better for you. if Felice was not the KFA representative? 
yes no 


13. cs it gooé for <ye CR. « commerity crow of volunteers, <> heave 
representatives <"at are paic by <heir organisation tc edvocate/lobby’ 
yes no 


34. Would you like ss see changes in she structure of the execctive 
comm Stee? yes 2c 


18. Would you like ‘rt see changes in <he fupctiim of the executive 
committee? yes zc 


If. Do you shink the executive commitcee hes power beyond wut she CEG 


intended it to heve? yes no 
37. De you <hink the executive committees control the egendsa of Ce? 
yes no 


18. Do you think ‘he executive committee keep certain Lesves from getting 
on the CUO agenda’ yes no 


19. Should she axecctive committees take ecticn ( or be a dirrving force, 
when not directed by <he Cag? yes ss 





. #0. Bhoulé she executive committee take ecticn if cthey decide chat «a sanber 
has Viciete¢ «@ CRP rice? yes ne 


<2. Would you like ce see changes in “he structure of che subcommittees? 
yes ae 


42. Would you like © see changes in the function of che subcommittees? 
yee no 
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Seciic= Iwe - Neecs. _tsves 


A. Covin Behevicr 
27. Wet Ge you “ent to heve happen when scmecne yells, uses profanity or 


chscer. = . Soe Goings, <creetens cr is ceveically eggress-ve ac Cop 
neeti-5s /ec=.7- = es? 


<8. It wes scatec Sy caty at Se 18st special seeting S2t RPA seeds co 
participate Sot Felice is « problem beceues be does xc concrsl his oe 
behavicr. oat So yoo wert to Sc about <his? 


&. Focus. Process ect Procecres 


i 
f 


“s the S0M focusec where <pere <s egreemec= and sot ecticeg 
5 >eamac:’ 


bt 


30. <8 she CRO focuseé om commen goals? 


Zl. cs the CRM stati fcllowing CUM directions or fcromleting proposals as 
éirecteé by =e 
cae? 


SS. cs the S08 Giver cppertocity to review and agree on all proposals? 





32. os =e CP Giver scppertcuity to review ené acres cn all clanges to 
propesece after &@ proposal is funded? 


24. cs =e SO give. opportuity te review and egres on all financial 
changes sede after @ proposal is funded? 


Cuher iteves: 

Sf. Tasks act completed by velonteers 

St. AL. members follow che rules, no special exceptions 

3°. Phone calls not petting returned cr not showing for meetings 


28. COP AL cermetive Stock Water Projects being previded withest CR approve. 
7779 
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~s <he work of che COP veluzble? ves er no Please explain. 


2. cs the COD making «4 poeicive €)Sference ‘sr Lenéowmers? yes 
se Please @>.e.c. 

1. cs he OO say «4 pcsicive Co fterecce fcr fish? es 

=3 Fieese ©>.4.-. 


$. Se 2S e@ pesiccve 2s:ce is eGccacics she cos’ ves 
=s Please @F.4.5. 


f. =e “6 « positive force fer salen restcretion? yes =e 
Please exiais. 
¢. Is <ye COM « positive force fer commmicty ity? yes no 
Please expiain. 


*. Se yeu want to be « member cf Caw? 
t. Sy are you personality coming co CMO or wy not? 
?. Wat oo you want ts ecccaplish by parcicizeting in cP? 


-¢. Ss yeu comp to OOP =z “je =e present situation cr te keep the 
status goo? Please exp.als. 


... Se you come to COD because cf @ fear or <hreat of icsing scmething’ 
yes no 
=f yes, “at? 


3. Sf you coulé Suink cf « hicten egenta fcr yourself, what would it be? 


3. De you believe the CM@ should continue? yes no 
Please expires. 


4. Se you Uiink che CAM would sake mere progress if i= ~estructured its 
manbersrp? 
ves ne Please explaic. 


5. Se you think the [0 would cake scre -rogress if it G12 net use «@ 





A.ns@8.8 grocess) ves a A 








-f. of yew think Soe [OP shout be fi secl ved? ves 2° 
Please explaic. 


Jax 














——- st es 
FROM: Frece Walker. feciliteccr cf Special Meeting cf May ise? 
RE: The nex step-homewrk-ce nex. meeting 


ms agreec, = have ps: together a biz of homework fer <acse cf you tat wile 
take cn <he jcS. Flus, = am werdering, Cic any cf =~ made a <2ll oF 
contact witht scmecme ¢ise <2 SUP enc have @ Caiccus? 


afzwer crgeccssmsg GS sping cut che i-Scsamcics and issces. = realise acti 
she items iistec sss De sverduslcics fer piece of Somewcrk anc ce 
core peetins. Sc = =eve srcvised at. che icScsoacics Ser consiseracis=. anc 
anne Zivises ue Scrawsrk ints seccicns. = say cr say =ct heave ever; x5 
cz im the seccict sts chink it Seicnes. I wederscacé shat aac. paerscm wil; 
sretably met respons cs all items listed. Fleese read everyitins ane Slee 
Complete TSS SECTISNS OF Geasticns —"al are isporcant to yeu. 

Ts prepare for <6 ~ex= meeting stat is scheduled for Wed. 2 Ome 199? az 
7:0tgp ot the Eins wchedict Sarsh, <his keomewcrk needs i> in anitianed 
anZ tacneé in by =e 1 Jims 1999 by $:00am. If = am able cs ccapile <he 
information Defsre <8 meeting, chen =he CRMP can look at what che croup is 
thinking. wichout T2ving to heer from each person. That way <=he group can 
focas om sclutions ere action. Pleara mail your responses to Freda Walker, 
Sec French. Creek 2¢., Exna, CA 96027 or bring a copy by my office locaced 
at Sck’s Ranch House, nor=: end, east side (Steve's Ice Cream is now che 
office where I werk:. 


= em the cne Whe Will review your answers and compile the in‘somaticn. CAMP 
= ae 22 or Cia> members will not see your answers. If you went to 
share your eswers =at wil. De up to you. 


Section “ue is foccse< on General, Woy/What Questicns?. Seccicn Two - 
Neecs,Issces (ts reminds me of « basic principle about consensus groups - 
"Focus om <he neecs =st on positions cr pecple*). Section Three is a 
Listing sf <pticns. so members car. ponder, precic= ané evaluate cutccms. 


Ecmewerk Action: 

=. reed ai. infcermasion 

2. answer <>e it et are impcriarnc =O you cr you want ts euswer 
remesber your answers will recain encnymous 

2. return your ersvaers by June 1 at $:00a.m. 

4. come <> <he Sime 2 specia. meeting at 7:00p.m., Ema Methcdist Church 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 





P. O. Box 268. Ema CA 96027 
Phone: (£30) 467-3798 FAX: ($30) 467-3728; 
E-mail: jeffvem@sisqrel ne 
Webeine: pee 
March 24, 2000 


Ron Iverson 

Project Leader 

Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force 
P.O. Box 1006 

Yreka, CA 96097 


Dear Mr. Iverson, 


The Scott River Watershed Council asked me to express their gratitude for presentation at their February 
21" meeting. A big thank vou for the effort it takes to drive long distances late at night. This lenter of 
appreciation certainly would have arrived sooner, had I not left immediately for Panama for three weeks 


following that meeting. Please pardon the delay. 


In addition to expressing their gratitude, the Executive Council would appreciate receiving any further 
specific information from Task Force that would assure that Task Force goals and objectives are being 
addressed by the planning efforts of the Scott River Watershed Council. 










A footnote: The Watershed Council has adopted a strategy for planning-whgy), ‘far, includes the use of 

a “planning cookbook”, a compilation of all and any information related, Bay ie mater 

resources. Contributions of this material are open to the public. 1, or somec 5) appdiny. vill be the 
archivist in charge of receiving and organizing the materials. The “ kK” is a three-ring bindg:’ with 
categories that correspond to the outline developed by the subbasins and the Technical Work Group*”# bs 1) > 
several years ago. References will be made to documents too large to include in the binder, and they will?" " ' 
be kept in the Siskiyou RCD office. It is anticipated that the collection process will take up to a year. They * '’ 
compilation of that material into a Strategic and Action Plan will follow. I will be seeking funding tht, 

year for that planning effort because professional planning help will be of great value at that pofli:. 4s I 

will be doing a slide presentation and tour for the Technical Work Group on April 5 &6, 2000 if we are 

sticking with our schedule, any input from the TWG will be most welcome. 





—T Hank Vou again for your contribution to the Scomt River Watershed Council's efforts. We look forward to 








a continued open dialogue. 


Jennifer Dayis Marx, Scot River Watershed Council Coordinator 


cc: Laurie Simons 
/IF 








“elinxbu yvoaed . a oa pe Pe 
“to Aided Sin eC ty <fp Lue tlen 
COmOIIB OF TE parts 
Fax Cover Page \ 


To: Siskiyou County Planning Dept. 
(530) 842-8211 
Attn: Jim DePree 


Number of Pages Including Cover Page: ® ‘= 


From: Jennifer (Jeffv) Davis Marz 
Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator 
P. O. Box 85 
Etna, CA 96027 
Phone: (530) 467-3798 
Fax: (530) 467-3728 
E-mail: jeffvdm@sisqtel.net 
Message 
Date: 2/7/00 
Hello Jim, 


If you have any questions on any of this, please let me know. 


Attached: 

@ KFA letter to Task Force regarding the Scott River Watershed Council 
@ Jeffy's perspective issue by issue 

@ Letter from Ric Costales to Ron Iverson, USFWS 

@ Letter from Wing Hodas to KFA 


Jeffy 
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February 4, 2000 


Dear Jim, 


Thank you for consenting to respond if the KFA letter to the Task Force about the Scot: 
River Watershed Council is brought up on the agenda. 


] will simply list my answers/concerns regarding this letter. ] agree for the most part with 
both Ric Costales’ letter and Wing Hodas’ letter on the issue. These are two very diverse 
people on the Council. Their letters, therefore, make a pretty good case by themselves. 


Jeffy 


My points: 

¢ KFA if they have concerns with the Council process should be in attendance and 
dealing with them within the group context. 

¢ Ido not know what “plan” we should present in order to obtain funding. A 
description of the process in the making is described in as much detail as is available 
in my final report from the last funding cycle submitted to USFWS in January. 
Anyone who has a concern is welcome to such a report. 

¢ Concern #1: Most people did not feel thet an MOU, as such, was necessary for the 
Council/RCD relationship. A description of that relationship has been approved in 
the past by the RCD. Another. slightly more detailed, description has recently been 
approved by the RCD and will go to the Council for a review and action. 

¢ Concern # 2: It has been decided that agency people will participate in an advisory 
capacity. Most of them had already told us that their participation was limitcd to that 
role anyway. 

¢ Concern # 3: The number of standing committees is presently prescribed as six. The 
group is considering a proposal to work for consensus and use the super-majority 
vote as a fall-back measure for decisions. KF A should have been more concerned 
about a change in the decision-making process when they were consistently blocking 
measures which were otherwise accepted by the rest of the former CRMP. 


An agency person (who previously headed up the Technical Committee) and an RCD 
staff member will recommend the Technical Committee members to the Executive 
Council. The desire is to have a mixture of agency and community members with 
expertise in a variety of areas and sciences. 


¢ Concern #4: KFA has not participated in any of the subbasin groups, and has no 
room to make a judgement on their capabilities or outcomes. Some of the groups have 








a landowner 





group in every tributary and some are not very active. Does KFA want to get them all 
started? Might their not be a grographical competition for funds that might result? 
The subbasin groups are invited to participate and to report on their activities. 


/30 





¢ The irony of KF 4 complaining about the “refusal” of the CRMP or Council to come 
forward with a subbasin plan is astonishing. The main blockage to that effon was 
their multipie refusals to accept the revision of the Fall Flows Action Plan although 
they knew that it was 2 major step toward working on the subbasin plan. We have 
submitted several proposals for the funding of such a plan. all of which sve been 
refused. In addition, the Coordinator, in conjunction with the Technical Work Group. 
Humboldt State professors and graduate students. and community members have 
been and are presently working on necessary pieces of such a plan. 























KLAMATH F OREST ALLIANCE 


1/3/2000 


Mr. Ron Iverson 
United Seases Fish and Wildlife Service 
PO Box 1006 

Yreka, California 96097 


Dear Mr. Iverson: 


We ass inset of your email rupending wo our snnssmms rgigfing ths dastten of Gn Sosy Diva 
CRMP and formanon of the Scoa River Watershed Council. You conclude the reorganization has no 
effect on the terms of the cooperative agreement between the Siskiyou RCD and USFWS for operation of 
the Scoa River Watershed Coordinated Resource Management Plan. We feel the language of the original 
cooperative agreement makes it clear that the contract is for operation of a specific CRMP open to 
iit acto eect iedeannden atttimemanens ated 
berween vanous State and Federal agencies, special interest groups, and private 


todowners tough the CRMP process 


This objective is nonexistent in the new principals set forth by the reorganizing parucipants. This group is 

very Clear that only ‘individuals’ may parncipate - no agencies, no orgamizapons which seek to represemt the 
public imerest, and no mibes. In fact, none of the program objectives upon which the agreement was based 
and money granted is clearly stated wn the draft statement of pnnaiples and goals of the newly created Scow 
River Watershed Council. 


Having staed the above, we support your decision not to pull or freeze the current grant which is nearly 
completed. Rather, we concur that the Siskiyou RCD and the Scoa River Watershed Council (SRWO. 
must be required to present a plan to the Klamath Fisheries Task Force detailing use of CRMP funds prior 
to the Task Force and the L'SFW’S deciding to approve this new gr. : ’ ¢ funding originally granted for 
the next year of CRMP operation. We anticipate this presentation and 4...sion would occur at the next 
mocting of Ge Task Force, and vequen that you place this hem on the agenda and communica tis to the 
Siskiyou RCD and CRMP coordinator. | 


Klamath Forest Alliance is observing the newly formed council in order to determine its intentons 
regarding fishery restoranon. The position KFA will take at the Task Force meeting concerning disposition 
of the approved but not yet granted CRMP funding will depend on a solid restoraton plan presented by 
RCD and this new Council. 











1. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE RCD AND THE SRWC: At the time of dissolving, the CRMP 
and the RCD were working on an MOU to define the rcianonship and responsbilines of cach group. This 
MOU had become necessary due to questionable mingling of RCD and CRMP functions and the lack of 
clarity concerning admirustratve charges against the CRMP grant taken by the RCD. How -ver, at the 
December 2, 1999, CD Bead mesting, Gee Chair io seqpenss too quecten Sum 0 member of Gs Sound 


P.O. BOX 820 . ETNA, CA 96027 e PHONE: (916) 467-5405 
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mdocaied shat an MOU ox healer eqpocmans world 2a be pusused vith the developing SWC. We 
believe this is mmpprudem. The Task Farce should require an agreement that meets the “Restoration 
Program Work Plan” Program Objectives as defined in the Cooperative Agrerment (1 1339)027) and 
delineates roles and responsbilives of the new organuzabon including fnancal arrangements and saffing 
prior to approving funding transfers for operanon of the SRWC. 


9. ROLE OF AGENCIES: .*: a a ey 
merpbership for mdividuals only and not for agencies. Agency personnel could parucipate as individuals. 
but would not be able to charge ime spent on the SRWC business to job responsibilises or collect 
compensaton for this after regular work parucipation. This is likely to reduce agency partcipaton and 
pegaie any previous objective for greater cooperation. ) 


3. EXCESSIVE POWER OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: Under the SRWC proposal, the executive 
comminee is the authority for approval of all projects to be forwarded to the RCD. The various commitees 
of the SRWC would choose individuals to represent them on the executive committee. There are no . 
prescribed procedures for selecting representatives nor stated limitapon on the number of committees 
which can form and thereby seek a seat on the execunve commufiee. The executive commutiee would 

appoint a “technical committee” to perform technical review of al] proposed projects and make funding 
pace tw wept, may lg ence fy eget tpn This is of primary concern to KFA. 
This method may easily become polincal and lacking m technical experuse, as no particular qualificatons 
are requed for membership on the technical commimnre. Under this arrangement we fear a return to 
projects that primanily benefit landowners rather than protect and restore fish. 


KFA has proposed an alternative to appointment of the technical commiace by the executive comminee. 
\We proposed that each of the four agencies with recognized specialized experuse wm resource management 
as it impacts fishenes restoration ( Forest Service, Cal Fish & Game, the USFWS, and the NRCS) appoint a 
member to serve on this comminee. The Task Force would be wise to require a technical comminee, 
ee 


4. SUBBASIN GROUPS ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE OF THE 
SRWC: Some of the best work accomplished by the CRMP took place with and through sub-basin 
landowner groups. However, in the proposed strucnure of the SRWC these groups have no role to play in 
the process of developing and secking funding for proyects as only individuals and not groups may be 


KFA presented these four concerns to the CRMP Council and recommended that the Ad Hoc commitee 

assigned to develop a restructuring proposal do more work to address these concerns and then return to the 
CRMP with their plan for reorganizaton. This proposal was rejected due to lack of consensus. As a result, 

KFA was not able to vote for restructuring the CRMP. sepeemeets mane ee cme 

the consensus process and terminate the CRMP. | 


On denee tnt tateatin eatnartetainiaee 
group to use the funds provided by the Task Force to complete a sub-basin plan following the format 





developed. 

Force expected the CRMP to produce a sub-basin plan. We recommend that the Task Force specify that 
the primary task for the funding provided any new group must be production of a sub-basin plan according 
to the guidelines developed by the TWG and adopted by the Task Force. 

Should the nascent council and RCD be unwilling to clarify them intenton regarding these issues and make 
a firm com: iment to complete a sub-basin plan if funding is provided, we urge the Task Force to 
recommend the USFWS seck a contractor or cooperator with expertise and interest in completing a sub- 
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basin plan according to the established guidelines. We want w emphasize that the arent “acton plans’ 
which the CRMP has adopied, even if adopted by the Scou River Watershed Council, are not sufficient to 
gude project development and selecdon in the manner mended for sub-basin plans. Lack of a 
comprebensive plan to gude project development and utilize funding m a cos-eflectve manner has 
resulied in projects that are neSlecuve or minimally ¢Secuve in umproving habitat for fish and other aquatic 
spenes. ee 


A solid sub-basin plan would help remedy ths smuason. ~ 


If the Task Force allows the RCD and SRWC to proceed in the ad hoc manner which is apparendy 
intended, we do not bebeve the result will be Sthenes restoraton. Furthermore, such a course could result 
in furthering the agenda of the and-agency, and-<pvironment property radicalism currendly rampant in 
Siskiyou County. Hate cnmes, agency inumudaton and deliberate misrepresentapon have already occurred 
in furtherance of that agenda. We urge the Task Force to neither directly nor tacitly support this radical 
property rights agenda, but rather to insist on Seheries senoration 2s leefelly ixmended. 


, Please provide a copy ofthis leuer to each Tash Force and TWC member either immediately or in the 
SS ay aaa 


Thank you for your afenton to this matter. 


Sacerely yours, 

CypokeZ (yy >, 

Carol L. Wright ; Felice Pace 

Executive Director - Klamath River Program Coordinator 
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— Ric Costales, President 


PE tg BP Scott Valley People for the USA 
én hme 26310 Duzel Creek Road 
2 fe. 0: Fort Jones, California 96032 


People for the USA Phone and FAX: (530) 468-2698 


Email: tmbst@sisqtel.net 


January 8, 2000 


Mr. Ron iverson 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 
PO Box 1006 

Yreka, CA 96097 


Mr. iverson: 


As a participant in Scott River CRMP and attendee of Siskiyou RCD meetings, | had occasion 
to read the Klamath Forest Alliance's comments regarding the newly formed Scott River Wa- 
tershed Council and its grant funding administered in conjunction with your agency. As to 
the technicality of funding requirements under the grant discussed, | am unfortunately lack- 
ing in sufficient expertise to make any substantive comments. 


However, as regards certain general statements, | feel it incumbent upon me to attempt 
some clarification and correction lest a one-sided presentation damage a very worthwhile 


effort. 


By way of background for my comments, | must mention that | have been chosen as presi- 
dent and spokesperson for Scott Valley People for the USA, a local chapter of a national or- 
canization dedicated to preserving private property rights and multiple use of public lands. 
As | am sure you are aware, much concern and activism has arisen in our county relative to 
these issues dating from the widely publicized critical habitat designation for the coho 
salmon. From the outset of that controversy, despite the anger and outrage local citizens 
felt, the vast majority of newly-activated citizens felt that a determined, reasoned and 
credible effort operating within the established framework of our system of government was 
the only legitimate approach to achieving a solution. 


Obviously, as regards any controversy, there are those on the fringes who-seemto-have 








some sort of vested interest in prolonging or aggravating the agony these situations cause. 
Despite KFA's reference to “hate crimes, agency intimidation, and deliberate misrepresenta- 
tion,” and “anti-agency, anti-environment, property radicalism,” rest assured that none of 
these references apply to PFUSA. Our organization has continued to expand membership 
and gain credibility among diverse segments of the Siskiyou County community at what | be- 
lieve to be an unprecedented rate. This would not be the case if we were on the “fringe,” 
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since most people in our county, while skeptical and increasingly discouraged, have an innate 
-ommitment to Our system of government. in point of fact, Mr. Iverson, | have not seen 
anyone remotely fitting KFA's description of the “property rights radical” participating in 
the CRMP, RCD or SRWC. Rather, these types are sitting on the outside doing their best to 
undermine solutions. 


From a strict property rights standpoint, it is the opinion of our organization that govern- 
ment only has control over private property on zoning, health and safety issues. While this 
certainly grants license to act selfishly or irresponsibly, | feel confident in saying that not a 
single member of our organization would so abuse our obligations to our heirs or our com- 
munity. Rather, it is in the manner of responsible commitment that some of our members 
and supporters are involved in the CRMP/SRWC process. 


The best answer to those who would decry private property rights as the “keystone” of 
selfish exploitation of the environment, is to clearly demonstrate commitment to responsible 
stewardship. The SWRC provides such an opportunity on individual, community and water- 





OF THE SRWC. FACT: ey poo 
of the organization. 

+ KFA: ROLE OF AGENCIES IS DIMINISHED. FACT: The role of agencies was already 
diminished when agencies recently decided that having their personnel voting (as in pri- 
oritization decisions) could oftentimes result in violation of statutes intended to avoid 
conflict of interest. The proper role of agencies is an advisory one, and the SRWC is 
structured that way. 

* KEA: THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE POWER IS EXCESSIVE. FACT: The consensus 
structure of the Scott River CRMP gave too much power to organizations and individuals 
representing chose organizations. This was a major reason for the demise of that group. 
As well, too many people voting who were unfamiliar vith what was being voted on was 
serving to make decisions seem capricious. A smaller voting body, more involved in the 
issues being decided, and bound only to achieve only a super-majority vote were criti- 
cal reforms in response. | cannot avoid the temptation to point out the hypocrisy of the 
allegation of “excessive power” coming from the organization that, in many people's 











in closing | would like to mention that the mission statement of the Scott River CRMP made 
no mention of the interconnectivity between the “natural” and human communities. The 
CRMP mission statement made tacit concession to critical components of the flora and 
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fauna of the ecosystem, yet ignored concepts critical to the human component of our we- 
-ershed. This w2S 2 major reason for the failure of the community to accept the CRMP. 
Everyone in the Scott River watershed hes suffered as a result of this oversight. 


The new principles 2s stated for the SRWC clearly establish the natural environment as its 
focus, but that focus is placed in a context that is hoped will encourage participation, en- 
gender credibility, build trust, and, above all, demonstrate that communities can successfully 
and responsibly manage environmental issuss with “utmost respect for life, liberty and 
property .” (quote from SRWC Statement of Principles) 


| hope that grant funding in support of this worthy effort is continued. 


As was requested by KFA regarding their letter, | would ask that you provide a copy of this 
letter to each Klamath Fisheries Task Force and TWC member immediately or in the agenda 
packet for the next KFTF meeting. 


in addition, | would appreciate a reply concerning your thoughts on this matter 2s they 
might pertain to insuring that SRWC meets criteria for support from your agency. 


Thank you for your consideration. 


ol atate 








{ a 


Ric Costales, President 
Scott Valley People for the USA 


ce: Siskiyou RCD, Scott River Watershed Council 
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felice pace/carol wright 
kiamath forest alliance 


dear friends, 


I've received and read several times 3 copy of your letter to mr. 
iverson of the asfws. im disappointed. as a member of the 
reformed trmp and aiso a financial contributor te kia i'm left 
conflicted. 

| smell sour grapes. from where i stand, or sit, it looks like you 
folks would ke to pull the rug out from under the srwe. (gosh! 
wish | could pronounce that word like | did with crmp). shame on 
you. | know that you were not able to meet all your ideals and 
goals during your involvement, but are you willing to take some 
responsibility for the outcomes due to your contentiousness and 
impatience for what is an ongoing journey to a better 
watershed. you know it's going to happen one way or the other, 
either by we the people, or by them the 
don't you believe that positive projects have occured? are you 
so concerned about the ranchers getting some of their own 
taxpayers money back to benefit themselves and the 
environement at the same time that you'd kill everything? 

your letter is fi!’ “ ith halt/truths. 

why would yo ‘et the council prepare a sub-basin pian as 
a prerequisite to fv jing when you know we haven't been abie 
to accomplish this so far with your participation over | don't 
know how many years? 

are you 2 quitter who takes his ball and goes home because he 
doesn't get his way, trying to ruin It for everyone else, or are 
you the eco-warrior | understood you to be? why haven't you 
participated in the reformation? there are people who believe as 
you da, maybe not as rabidiy, but who aiso see the ideal of 
working tegether and working things out. 

i'm sorry but i do not wish to support an organization enymore 
that so easily throws out the baby with the bath water. please 
— me off your list and remove my name as a member. thank 














goed ot luck with your endeavors. 


me Sid 


by 











SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 
“Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


COUNCIL 








P.O. Box 268. Ema CA 96027 
Phone: (530) 467-3798 FAX: (530) 467-3728, E-mail: effvam@-sismel nes 


November 1, 1999 


Dear Project Participant or Cooperator, 


The Scott River Watershed CRMP Council would like to invite you to a dinner in your 
honor to be held at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenview on November 10* at 6 p.m. 
Since the enchiladas were such a hit last year for this event (even with the dogs), we 
thought that we would repeat that meal. 


Andrew Eller will be showing some slides and giving a synopsis of the Fay Lane 
Riparian Restoration project which encompassed several miles of Scon River. It will be 
interesting to see the immediate results of such a large scale project although it will take 
quite few more years to see the ultimate results. 


We certainly hope that you can make this event which is a celebration of those who are 
proactive in their efforts toward community-based resource management. 
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Department cf Service National 11263 N. Highway 3 
Agriculture Forest Fort Jones, CA 96032-9702 
(530) 468-5351 





Subject: Employee Participation in Outside Groups 
Te: Executive Committee, Scott Valley CRMP 


Many activities the Agency has been traditionally involved in have recently been called into 
question by a number of interest groups. Some situations have led to litigation on the national 
scale. This has caused me to reconsider our loca] involvement with the CRMP, in fairness to our 
employees and to provide direction vital to you for planning projects and effectiveness of your 
program. ; 

In summary, & Forest Service Employee may not serve as a voting member or officer of anv 
outside organization that has a financial or political tie to the agency he’she is employed with, to 
do so would be 2 violation of 18 USC 208 and 203. Our Office of General Counsel has advised 
me that our participation in CRMP business may continue in an advisory capacity only. 

I must therefore inform you that this letter will serve as my formal resignation as a voting 
member of the Scon Valley CRMP aiid I am directing other participating employees to do the 
same. 

This office will continue to support CRMP activities when the participation of our employees 
remains within legal bounds. My direction to agency employees is to continue to serve as 
advisors in activities not involving the prioritization of funds or projects. They may collect and 
analyze data, evaluate sites and serve as the technical reference within their discipline of 
expertise. They may not commit resources of the agency, only I have that delegated authority. 


] suggest the following participatory structure: 
Jim Kilgore or designate - Fisheries Advisor 
Jay Power or designate - Watershed Advisor 
Ray Haupt ~ Agency Advisor 
This should provide the clarification you requested. If you have any questions please contact me. 


C KAS 





RAY -- 





District Ranger 


Carirg for the Land and Serving People amotantn @ 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 
"Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


COUNCIL 





P.O. Box 268, Ema CA 96027 
$30) 467-3798 FAX: ($30) 467-3728; E-mail: jeffvdm@sisqtel net 
October 4, 1999 


To: Jim De Pree, Natural Resource Specialist and Board of Supervisors, Siskiyou County 
From: Scott River Watershed CRMP Council 


First of all, the Council would like to thank you, Jim, for speaking to the CRMP Council and 
interested community members on August 17, 1999 about your progress to date and intentions 
on a Groundwater Management Plan. The Council feels that it is importamt to be informed on 


such important issues. 


The Council also feels that, in light of vour presentation, the process to implement such a plan is 
moving very slowly and seems to be without a timeline. The Council would like to encourage an 
acceleration of the process, especially as it pertains to the Scott River watershed. It seems that 
the steps of pursuing funding and collecting information could be begun. If the Council can help 
in any way in this endeavor, please feel free to contact Jeffy Davis Marx, Coordinator, especially 
for Sunding source ideas and Lorrie Bundy, Project Coordinator, for data and information 


acquisition. 


The groundwater can influence surface water quality, quantity and flow timing in complex ways 
in the Scott River watershed; these water issues, in turn, have important effects on fisheries and a 
variety of human activities that use water. 


We feel that groundwater planning in the Scott River watershed is a critical step which must be 
undertaken if we are to succeed in helping to restore salmon and steelhead fisheries and 
preserving agricultural viability. Completing a groundwater plan for the Scott River watershed 
will build on and extend the work of the Scott River Eleven and Watershed CRMP Council. 
=/ fp 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP 


“Coordinated Resource Management Planning” 


COUNCIL 





P.O. Box 268. Ema CA 96027 
Phone: (530) 467-3798 FAX: (530) 467-3728; E-mail: jeffvdm@sisorel nes 


October 20, 1999 
To whom it may concern: 
From: Scott River Watershed CRMP Council 


Re: Etna Shaded Fuel Break 


In a consensus vote at the October 20, 1999 meeting of the Scon River Watershed CRMP 
(Coordinated Resource Management Planning) Council, the Cov ncil elected to suppon 
the project to do maintenance work on the shaded fuel break partially surrounding the 
City of Etna, California. The group highly supports such ecologically friendly projects 
not only involve landowners and agencies, but also offer community protection. It is a 
good win/win project. 
Sincerely, 

. @ 
; suman 
fennifer Davis Marx, Scot River Watershed CRMP Coordinator 


dees Jha 


cc: Alan Kramer 
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SISKIYOU COUNTY CATTLEMEN'S ASSOCATION 0CCAs 


CALIFORNIA CATTLEMEN'S ASSOCIATION 
l¢S$ SOUTH MAIN STREET — YREKA, CALIFORNIA 96097 


Octeber 18, 1999 


Scot= River Watershed CRMP Council 
P.O. Box 268 
Etna, CA $6027 


Re: Continued Council Membership 


The Boerd of Directors of the Siskiyou County Cattlemen’s 
Associaticn would like to tender ics immediate resignation fron 
the Scott River Watershed Council. 


In concept, the Siskiyou County Cattlemen’a Association prefers 
and enccureges the development cf small landowper~-based 
watershed CRMPs. In these groups, only landowners are permitted 
a vote and involvement by other participants is invitational and 
ecvisory only. We endcrse the direct, voluntary participetion by 
the landowner in these self-determined processes for 
establishing end working toward watershed goals. 


Small lendowner reted watershed councile are comprised of 
members who are closest to the land enc who have the suthority 
te lement decisions dcirectly in their day-to-dey manegenent 
practices. The so-called “multi-:nterect* CRMP removes the 
cecisicn-making and educations] process from the landowner, 
vesting it in e@ political council of interest groupe and 
agencies. The Siskiyou County Cattlemen’s Asscciation is cf the 
cpinion that the format/menmbership of the Scott River Council 
creates a “disconnect" between decision-makers/plenners and 
decision implementers. As such, the Council hes become just 
ancther unnecessary bureaucretic level. 





The Siskiyou County Cattlemen’s Association continues to support 
many of the fine cocperative on-the-ground projects currently 
being implemented in the Scott ae We would hope to see 
these expand in the future under the planning guidance of small 
landowner-operseted watershed councils of neighbors working with 
neighbers and with she excellent ‘technical support nade 
eveilable through the Siskiyou RC). 


Sincerely, 













Marcia H. Armstrong 
fuecutive Director 
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Ostcber 18, 999 


Scctt River Vatershed CRMP Council 
P.O. Box 268 
Etna, CA 96027 


Re: Continued Counc:] Membership 


The Boarc of Directors of the Siskiyou County Fare Bureay would 
like so sender its immeciate resignetion from =he Scot: River 
Waetershec Council. It has been come time cince we have actively 
perticipeted in the Council’s decision-making frocess and ve 
feel that we can nc lenger permit our inaction to be intorpreced 
oe enccorsement. Our representatives heve indicated «hat 
cbstructive/confrcntaticnal exttitudes amcng Counci] members 
cetreacted ircm she creetive potential and productivity of <=ne 
group, rendering perticipeticn an unpleasant chore. 


In concept, the Siskiyou wen Farm Bureeu prefers and 
encourages the Ccevelopment of 1 landcwner-Saesed vatershed 
CRMPs. In these srcups, cnly landowners ere permittec a vote end 
invelvemen= by other participants is invitational and adviscry 
only. We have founc groups such as =he Sheckelford-m:)1 creek, 
Prench Creek and Shasta River CRMPs to be most «effective in 
eddrtessing habitet restcretion enc stewarcship issues. We 
endcrse the cirect, vcluntary perticipation by =he landowner :n 
these cself-determinec processes for establishing and working 
toward waetersbed goals. 


Small lendowner-operated watershed councils are comprised of 
membe>s who sre clcsest tc =he land and whc have the authcrity 
=o implement decisicne directly in their day-to-day managencnt 
prectices. The sc-called “multi-interes=" CRMP removes the 
decision-making and educational process from the landowner, 
vesting it in a political council of interest groups and 
agencies. The eet County Farm Bureeu is cf the opinion =haet 
the formatsmembership cf <= Scott River Council creates « 
"disccnnec=" between decisicn-makers/planners and decision 
implementers. As such, the Councis has >ecome just ancther 
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TRO: Siskiyou County Fare urea POE oN «* COSIS OMe alm 


The Siskiyou County Ferm Bureeu continues to support many of the 
Sine cooperetive on-the-ground projects currently being 
-mplemented in the Scott Valley. We would hope to see these 
expend in the future under the planning cance of small 
lancowner-opereted watershed councils of neighbors working with 
neighbors end with the excellent technical support nede 
available through the Siskiyou RO. 


Sincerel LZ | 
cee 

Marcia H. Armstrong 

Executive Director 
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DRAFT Limiting Factors to Healthy Watersheds and 
Healthy Anacdromous Fish Populations in the Scott Valley 
(11/19/99, 1/12/00, 3/20/00) 


Target / Mission: Healthy Watershed and Healthy Anacromous Fish Populations 
1. WATER QUALITY 


A. Physical Barriers 
3. ———---- 
Substrate/Sediment 
B. Large Woody Material 
C. Pool Frequency 
D. Off-Channe! Habitat 
E. Refugie 
4. CHANNEL CONDITIONS AND DYNAMICS (Jim Kilgore, Dennis Maria, Brenda Olson) 


A. WidthyDepth Ratio 


“Would excessive coarse sediment be under substrate in Hac iat Elements, under Channel 
Conditions and Dynamics as ‘streambank condition’ or its own category? 


1. WATER QUALITY 
A. Limiting Factor. High Water Temperatures 








tempersture siso affects the fishes’ mioration timing, ability 10 cope with predation, disease 
and exposure to contaminants. The preferred spawning temperature for Chinook saimon 
is 52°F with acceptable upstream migration temperatures ranging between 57 °F and 67 °F 
(Reynolds et ai. 1990). Water temperatures above 70°F can delay adult migration (Bell 
1990). Temperatures at which 100 percent of mortality of Shasta River’ saimonid stocks 


' Would it be appropriate to just change this to “Scom River”? 
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occurs have not been determined slthough Reisner and Ejornn (1979) report upper and 
lower lethal temperatures levels for Chinook ere 79.6°F and 33.5°F. 

Preferred weter temperatures for Coho salmon range between 38 °F-69 °F while upper and 
lower lethal tempereture levels are 76°F anc 32°F, respectively (Bell, 1990)" (CDFG. 
1997, p.15). High weter temperstures create thermal barriers to migration. 

Histone Condition. 





Existing Condition: The low veloc’ty, open range of the Scott Valley is naturally prone to 
heating. The valley experiences severe diurnal fluctuations. The diumal fluctuations in the 
canyon have less amplitude. Fish are present throughout the valley Gespite the heat 
Location of fish may be related to cold weter inputs Ken Maurer’ reportec that water flows 
increase at Brazil Ranch (now owned by Menne). Shackleford Creek may offer cold water 
inputs to mainstem because it goes subsurface. 
Timing, Frequency and Duration of high water temperatures must be explained. 
Location, Mainstem and East Fork high, South Fork good 
Cause 
e Lack of healthy riparian condition. Riparian constraints hold channel and create 
narrower, deeper stream channel. (See 6,C) 
« Low flows results in shallower water which heats more quickly (See 5.A) 
e Agoreded streambed creates shallow areas 
e Sedimentation reduces or prevents interaction between surface weter and cooler 
subsurface/ground water. Reduces hyporheic flows. 
e Tallweter return to river on East Fork. 


B. Limiting Fector. Excessive Turbidity 

Issue; Turtdity can be defined as fine suspended sediments traveling through system 
and it affects all areas downstream of source. Excessive turbidity can abrade the gills of 
fish C@using respiratory problems. it also reduces visibility for feeding. if there is too much 
for too jong, turbidity can affect growth and thereby affect ocean survivability. Cenain 
amount of turbidity is normal in the winter, Summer events can be especially stressful 
when added to high weter temperatures. 








« Moffet Creek (3-4 incidents per year for last 15 years) 

e East Fork to lesser extent (since floods, east side soils more vulnerable. Erosion a 
concern where farming right next to creek) 

e Boulder Creek in Canyon (natural landslide) 

« Etna Creek is good! 


Questions: 
« How long event does it take to clear efter a storm event? 


5 








Mass wasting of OG soils (landslides) 
Bank erosion due to natural conditions and change in flow regime. More ercsion 
OCCUrs IN Spring when nver begins to meander 

e Headcuts lesd to downcutting 





*informavon from Jeffy Davis Marx, 1/12/00 
Upedaned 4/1/00 144 of 12 











¢ Miner's Creek Gowncut but hes icts of Coho - probably because there ere many 
trees. 


C. Limiting Factor: Chemicai/Nutrient Contamination 
Pesticides largely unknown, not listed under TMDLs. 
Contect RWOCEB and Bruce Gwinne to see what testing has been done. 


2. ACCESS TO HABITAT 


A. Limiting Fector: Physical Barriers to Spawning Grounds 
(should this include barriers to outmigration, berriers to juveniles?) 
issue, Barriers prevent adult salmon from reaching spawning areas 


Histone Condition: 
Functioning/T arget Condition: 
Current Condition: 


Locations, 
* City of Etna diversion dam on Etna Creek has inadequate fish ladder creating a 


permanent barrier to migration, especially during low flows. 
e Young's Dam on Scott River, 
e Mill Creek culvert at road crossing creates boulder sieve - low flow barrier to 
spawners 
Aggraded mouth of Mill Creek at Scott Bar - low flow barrier to spawneis. 
Barrier on Tompkins Creek only in really low flows. (FPH, p.8) 
Big Mill Creek culvert (4 foot jump) 
Dam at Rail Cree 
Jackson Creek © vert (low priority — many natural berriers below and above) 
O'Neal Creek culvert scheduled to be replaced with bridge next year. 
Dredge tailings area and below create low flow barriers to adult Chinook 
Many streams segments go dr’. each year in the known locations which could biock 
access to refugial sites on streams. The following is a list of known problem areas: 
e Scott River (mainstem) in most years flows in the river go subsurface 
in July in about a mile of the lower dredger tailings area (Sections 25 & 36 in T 41N 
& ROW) biocking both downstream and upstream access to fish in the mainstem of 
the Scott River. 
Noyes Valley Creek - goes Gry (subsurface) in the majority of its lower 4 miles. 
Sugar Creek - in most years surface flow exists until it reaches the tailing area 
below the Highway 3 crossing where eggraded stream channel condition causes 
the flow to go subsurface. This situation is exacerbated by the numerous stream 
diversions on Sugar Creek. 
« Clarks Creek - The lower approximately one-mile below the Highway 3 crossing 
goes Gry in average rainfali/snowfall or Ory years. 


beginning in section 33 of T42N & ROW (MDB&M) to near its confivence with the 
Scott River (approx. 3 miles). Surfece flow generally persists in the last few 
hundred yards before it enters the Scott River. 

e Johnson Creek (ditched system) - Flows into Patterson Creek . Goes o'y 
annually in lower mid reach of valley portion. Water backs up from low gratient 
and use of diversion Cams which maintains surface flow in lower mid reach. Water 
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Gusiliity is believed to be very poor (high temps and low 0.0.5) in this continually 
weterec section of the creek 

Patterson Creek - Goes Gry each summer from about 1.25 miles above State Hwy 
3 bridge crossing to @ short distance below the Eller Lane bridge crossing. Gary 
Black indicates that there is histoncal reference provided Dy early settlers to the 
Scott Valley area which incicatec that much of the valley portion of kidder Creek 
naturally Cned up Guring surmmer months. 

Kidder Creek - This streams goes Gry annually from just below the Barker Ditch 
(near the middie of Section 36 in T 43N & R 10W (mdb&m)) to its confluence with 
Kidder Creek in Section 11 of T43n & R SW (mdb&m)). The cause is a highly 
aggreded streambed exacerbated by stream diversions. Gary Black indicates that 
there is historical reference provided by early settlers to the Scott Valley ares which 
indicated that much of the valley portion of kidder Creek naturally cried up during 
summer months. 

Oro Fino Creek - Dry or intermittent flows below the Altuna (Right Fletcher) Ditch 
near the Quartz Valley road crossing (near the junction of Section 19830 in T 43N 
& ROW). Cause: numerous diversions. 

Various tributary streams on the east side of Scott Valley between Moffett 
creek and East Fork of the Scott River. These streams go dry naturally each 
summer and remain dry until sufficient rainfall returns in late fall or earty winter. The 
e2st side watershecs sit at a relatively much lower elevation than those on the 
west side and consequently these eastside watersheds receive Considerably less 
rain anc snowlall each winter. in addition the eastside watersheds are relatively 
much smaller in size (except for Moffet Creek) then the wetersheds on the west 
side of the Scott Valley. 

Moffett Creek - Goes Gry annually approximately one-half mile below the State 
Highway 3 bridge crossing. 

McAdams Creek (trib. To Moffett Creek) - Goes dry for most of its entire length 
with @ few intermittent pools. Throughout the upper 1/4 of its length. Water 
Giversions in the Valley portion and past gold Gredging activities throughout 
exacerbate the problem. Although juvenile steelhead smolts were found in lower 
Cherry Creek which together with Deadwood Creek forms McAdams Creek, the 
accumulation of mine tailings in the upper 1/3 of McAdams Creek has resulted in 
Only intermittent flows in this upper stream segment in all but the highest winter 
flow events). 

Cherry Creek (trib. To McAdams Creek) - Goes dry annusily each summer (mid) in 
its lower approxirnately 1 mile. 

indian Creek - Lower 3 to 4 miles is Gry or sparsely intermittent. May be a natural 
occurrence but small stream diversions likely exacerbate the problem. 
Rattlesnake Creek & Tyler Creek - The lower | to 2 miles either go dry or have 
sparsely intermitient flow Believed to be @ natural occurrence but small stream 


diversions exacerbete the problem. 








+ _Meamber Guich - The lower approximately one mile of this stream goes Gry each 
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summer. This may be a natural occurrence but 2 stream diversion known to exist 
may be the reason for the stream Grying out or at the very least this diversion 
significantly exacerbates the probiem. 

Graveyard Guich - Goes Gry in lower mile (from about dirt road crossing in Section 


22 downstream. 
Shackleford Creek - The lower 1/4 mile goes Gry each summer. 


412 
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e Sniktaw Creek (Shackleford trib) - The lower nearly 1/4 mile goa Gry each 
summer. 

e Emigrant Creek (Sheckleford Creek creinege) - Dries up from near heacweters to 
top of section 26 (T<3N & R10W). Below this point Emigrant Creek picks up weter 
from weter diverted from Sheckleford /Mill Creek Giversions. 

e Mill Creek - Each summer this stream goes Gry from app°oximately the middie of 
Section 22(in T43N & R10W) to just above Muggins~« in the Southeast comer of 
Section 14 (in T43N & R10W) (approx 1.5 miles). 


« Dems 
e Culverts 
e Non-existent and inadequate fish passage structures 


3. HABITAT ELEMENTS 


A. Limiting Fector: Excessive Fine Sediment 

Issue; Sediment “smothers eggs and aquatic invertebrates in spawning gravels, 

eliminates bottom cover, and reduces the size and number of pools.” (FPH, p.5). Excess 

sediment creates cemented gravels and blocks the emergence of alevins. Reduces 

hyporheic flows. 

Historic Condition: 

Functioning/T arget Condition: 

Current Condition; 

Location: 

e The best spawning grounds are in flat areas which are now covered with sand. Look 
where spawning was once prevalent but now Cannot due to sediment. 

e Where is there NOT @ problem? Grade in canyon prevents sediment from becoming a 
problem. (Dennis Maria) 

e Moffet 

Causes: 
e Accumulation of fine sediment reduces or prevents interaction between surface 

water and cooler subsurface/ground water. Reduces hyporheic flows.’ 

Bank erosion due to trampling of streambank by Cows (unmanaged grazing). 

Erosion due to poorly maintained roads on sensitive lands 

e References for road inventories: Tom Shorrey (Fruit Growers) 

Erosion due to certain logging practices (FPH, p.14) 

Erosion due to catastrophic fire 

Erosion due to natural conditions - DG soils (FPH, p.5) 

Erosion from mine tailings 
Location: Scott River (and every stream from South Fork to Scott Bar), South 
Fork and Oro Fino Creeks. 


fb PAABITAT ELEMENT 
A. Limiting Factor: Substrate/sediment 














* Frissel showed sediment prevented feeding of subsurface flows and therefor affects water comung back Denms 
Maria observed that the shade provided by an addition of 18 inches of clean gravel led to a 4 degree reducuon in 


temperature. 
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Teroet Condition: The sediment budget of upstream wetershed areas is within the range 
and frequency of channel potential (besed on perent material, gradient, disturbance 
regime, etc.) for the subbesin. (Anthropogenic effects (roads, harvest, etc.) are negligible 
and are not interfering with natural seciment budget. spent ag cm 
sediment budget, «nclude poo! filling, amount of fines in spawning gravels 

Bioessessment results, others7?7. Some (how many77) 7 int ciate oe 
subbesin may illustrate sediment indicators that are not favorable for some saimonid life 
history stages (spawning, egg Cevelopment, fry emergence, rearing) and these conditions 
are Caused primarily by natura! events. (Knowledge of subbasin/subwetershed history in 
terms of watershed impacts — fire, harvest, roading, landsiiding, etc. — is critical). 
However, the vast majority of 7” field subwetershed in the subbasin, illustrate sediment 
indicators that do not hinder aquatic processes such as rearing/hoiding, egg incudation, 
fry emergence, aquatic insect Giversity and development and such physical processes as 
stable streambanks and the initiation of hyporheic flow. 


result from excessive in-channe! sediment. The preceding problems occur in several key 
locations for holding, rearing, spawning, etc., throughout the subbasin. Excessive fines 
within spawning gravels reduces egg survival and successful fry emergence. The diversity 
of aquatic insects is reduced, which in tum can negatively affect sailmonic rearing. 
Unstable streambanks are considered es a separate indicator and are discussed below. 
Hyp orheic flow potential has not been monitored within the subbasin, though areas of 
reduced stream temperatures resulting from probable groundwater upwelling are roughly 
known. Areas of upwelling in rivers are often very productive areas for several life stages 
of aquatic species. A reduction in these areas is expected to be associated with a loss of 


aquatic production in the subbasin. 


- Excessive amounts of fines exist within spawning gravels throughout the entire 
mainstem Scott River. Low gradient areas (<2%) are especially excessive in granitic sand 
and occur within the valley portion of the Scott. Some granitic subwetersheds, such 
Miners/French, show high levels of granitic sand and decreased pool volumes, due to pool 
filling. Moffet Creek often has 2 high sediment load, often runs turbid and contributes a 
large amount of fine-grained sediment to the Scott River. The dredger tailing area of the 
mainstem Scott River, located jusi north of Callahan, has very little riparian vegetation to 
constrain channe! migration. Bedioad movement from this ares is also reported to cause 
extensive streambank erosion in adjacent downstream esreas (Barne's, etc.). Large 
streambank landslides occur adjacent to the South Fork of the Scott (most are pre- 1997). 
Large pools ir; the canyon area of the Scott are reduced in volume Gue to granitic sand 


loading. 


- 








extensive amounts of compacted soil or exposed Soil in the vicinity of channels all 
contribute to chronic additions of sediment to streamcourses. Overgrazed streambanks 
will also Cause the same impact. The current, downcut condition of the Scott River in the 
velley also Contributes significantly to exposed soil and unstable streambanks (a 
reference to this condition would be good, Julia Grimm, NRCS). Acute amounts of 
sediment are added to channels by failed road/stream crossings during large flow events. 
Landsliding related to anthropogenic and natural causes eiso Contributes to channe! 
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sediment loads. Recent, intense landsliding hes occurred in the Tompkins, Deep/Middle 
7” field subwetersheds, and to 2 lesser extent in the Canyon and Kelsey Creek drainages. 
(The latter two processes - landsliding, road crossings, harvesting - are analyzed 
site specifically for the Scott subbasin in the Elder & DeLaFuente Flood Report, 


19997) 


B. Limiting Factor: Lack of Large Woody Material 
A problem throughout the system. 


C. Limiting Factor: insufficient Pool Frequency 
D. Limiting Factor: insufficient Off-Channei Habitat 


Target Condition: Desirable off-channel habitat includes backwaters with cover and low 
energy off-channel areas, such as ponds and oxbows. Cover and riparian vegetation 
adjacent to off-channei habitat is native in origin. Beaver ponds are present in the iow 
gradient portions of valley tributaries. Potential off channel habitat would exist primarily in 
low gradient (<2%777), alluvial channels. These areas in the Scott subbasin are located 
primarily in Scott Valley and include significant portions of the mainstem Scott River and 
lower portions of major tributaries (but not limited to) such as Sugar, French, Etna, 
Patterson, Kidder, Moffet, and Shackleford Creeks. 


Off-channe! habitat would begin to appear naturally as slope and form (meander pattern) 
is restored to the Scott River and tributaries within Scott Valley, provided these areas are 
suitably buffered from some activities (unregulated grazing, etc.). Historically, beaver 
ponds were apparently associated with many of low gradient areas of the 

mentioned tributaries. (Year-around beaver ponds may have also been associated with 
areas Of elevated water tables and upwelling groundwater?77). 


Problem; The Scott River and major tributaries within Scott Valley have been aimost 
entirely channelized, resulting in a less meandering, downcut Condition. Riparian forests 
within these éreas are significantly reduced in size and species Composition has been 
altered from the historical condition. Beaver populations have been greatly reduced 
accordingly. Historical floodplain access has been altered. The loss of off-channel 
habitat results in a loss of very productive rearing and over-wintering areas, often favored 
by species such as the coho saimon. 


Location: As described, primarily the low gradient, alluvial stream and river channels 
present in Scott Valley. (See list of tributaries above). 


Cause; Extensive beaver trapping occurred in the early 1800's. Channelization occurred 
in Scott Valley in the latter 1930's by the Army Corp of Engineers (supposedly to lessen 
future flood damage). Loss of off channel! habitat (and riparian vegetation) has probably 


to level fields, drain wetlands and increase useable land for agriculture, home, and 
townsites. 


4. CHANNEL CONDITIONS AND DYNAMICS 
A Width/Depth Ratio 
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B. Streambank Condition 
Limiting Fector: Excessive Coarse Gravels 
issue: Excess coarse gravels choke the river. Current flows cannot move material 


downstream. Energy is forced out causing lateral scouring. 
Functioning] erget Condition; 


Current Condi‘en; 
Location, Dredging Tailings 
Causes, 
© Tailings 
e Large landslides 
¢ Kelsey Creek, Tompkins Creek after 97 flood (after while, used for spawning 
by Chinook) 
e Due to logging practices 


Issue; Streambanks in some unconfined, alluvial areas, show 8 high frequency of 
streambank erosion, with much of this erosion, occurring in areas in addition to river 
bends. Urwercut benks are scarce. Eroding streambanks is a significant source of 
sediment within the Scott River subbesin. impacts to the aquatic systems as the result of 
increased sediment loads are described in 3.A. Eroded streambanks in alluvial systems 
are often essociated with channel widening. This results in undesirable stream water 
warming and a decrease in habitat depth. Both of the latter effects reduce saimonid 


rearing Capacity, especially during critical summer periods. 


Target Condition; At most sites, streambanks are stable, well vegetated and maintain a 
desired channe! structure. At most sites streamside vegetation is at site potential and 
reflective of a species composition and structure that wes historically present. Floods of a 
25-30 year return frequency do not cause major (& unexpected) changes in channel 
location and configuration. (Basis of PFC concept). After natural disturbances, such as 
large floods, natural vegetation recovers promptly. (Streambank particie size in these 
areas is generally small and vegetation is critical to maintain proper bank configuration. 
Water tables and the rate of drop within the water tabies are able to support historically 
present riparian species). Two broad classes of streambanks are recognized for the Scott 
subbasin, those occurring in forested (often confined) areas and those occurring in broad 
alluvial, unconfined, low gradient areas. In non-forested unconfined systems, undercut 
banks are common and streambank erosion is infrequent, occurring on outside bends and 
in areas of localized constriction. (This latter class of streambanks is mainly found in 
approximately the same general area as described above for off channel habitat). in the 
area, confined streambanks are generally located in mountainous terrain and large 





vegetation is often dominated by coniferous species and associates. Streambank 
substrates are often of e large size-—such es Doviders end cobbler. 





Location; Unstable streambanks are located primarily in Scott Valley and include 
significant portions of the mainstem Scot. River and lower portions of major tributaries (but 
not limited to) such es Etna, Patterson, <idder, Shackleford, and Moffet Creeks. 
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Cause: The current downcut condition of the Scott River in the valley contributes to the 
presence Of a large number of exposed streembanks. Previous channelization and 
removai of streambank plants is largely responsible for the downcut condition. Lack of 
floodplain access by the river now causes larger flow events to stay within banks causing 
increased erosion. Rapidly cropping weter tables in some years, partially resulting from 
the downcut condition of the Scott River and current weter use practices in the valley, may 
not allow the timely regeneration of some historically present species, such as Black 
Cottonwood. Existing vegetation in some areas may not render the root depth and 
support that was historically present and needed to yield streambank stability. 


C. Floodplain Connectivity 

Limiting Fector. Loss of Floodplain Connectivity 

tssue: Stream charinelizing with associated levee building end streambank rip-rapping was 
done to keep the Scott River and other tributary streams frorn cutting into agricultural and 
pesture lands and to protect residences lying within the 100-year floodplain. This work has 
occurred throughout the past 150 years with the bulk of levee building activities occurring 
in the late 1930's by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers aicing a major portion of the Scott 
River (Valley portion). When the Scott River overtops its banks during major flood events 
the levees Cause the river tc separate and become disconnected at various locations 
throughout the valley. When the river finally begins to recede, major segments of the 
overfiow Channel lose contact with the river entirely and fish carried into the overflow 
channel can become permanently separated from the main channel and will eventually die 
when the overflow water settles out into low sump areas to stagnate and eventually 
disappear when the standing water either infiltrates into soil or evaporates. 

Where levees occur there is a reduced linkage of wetland floodplains and riparian areas 
to the main stream channel. The occurrence of overbank flows is substantially reduced 
relative to the historic frequency which severely reduces wetland function and riparian 
vegetation/succession. The result is degraded wetland and riparian conditions. 


Historic Condition: 

: Off-channel areas of the stream or river remain hydrologically 
linked to the main stream channel allowing fish to return to the main channel stream as 
pen petra hye yin, app temnene 





Current Condition; 

Locations: Scattered occurrences throughout the Scott Valley where levees exist. (known 
ee ceeneen nen Cee er ey aa ee CONE ATTEN ED 
Hwy 3 crossing) 

Cause: Elevated levees bordering the river or stream channel and lying within the normal 
flood flow channel. 


5. FLOW/ HYDROLOGY 





A. Limiting Fector: Change in Base Flow - Seasonal Low/Subsurface Fiow 
Issue; Low flows limit amount of summer rearing habitat as well as the Chinook spawning 
in October and November in some years. Shaliow waters leads to increased temperatures 


(LF#2). 
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Current Condition. “Many thousands of juvenile salmon and steelhead are stranded 
each yeer Gue to de-wetering of streams in the Scott River Basin, besed on COFG fish 
rescue records. Redcs are also sometimes de-weterec in the autumn when weter levels 
rise and then subside 2s 2 result of rainfall patterns in conjunction with diversions” (FPH, 
p.6). “Low flows in the Scott River and tributaries have contributed to poor holdover of 
adult simon until spawning, blocked access to upstream spawning areas. and reduced 


availability of spawning sites” (FFAP, p.10). 
: “Streamfiow usually goes subsurface in lower reaches of Etna. Patterson, 


Kidder (including Big Slough), Moffett and Shackleford Creeks each summer through early 
fall” (FPH, p.6). 


Causes: 
Certain amount natural due to climate. Conditions exacerbated by the following: 


Agricuttural diversions 
Residential/Urban Use 
Connected ground water pumping 


B. Limiting Factor: Change in Peak Flows 
C. Limiting Factor: increase in Drainage Network 


6. WATERSHED CONDITIONS 


A. Limiting Factor: Road Density and Condition 
B. Limiting Factor: Disturbance History 
C. Limiting Factor: Riparian Condition 


7. ACCIDENTAL MORTALITY 


A. Limiting Factor: Unscreened Diversions 
issue, Many juvenile and some adult salmon and steelhead enter unscreened diversions 


and are lost. (FPH, p.6) 
Histone Condition; 
Functioning/T erget Condition: 
Current Condition; 

Location: 

Cause: Agricultural diversions 
B. Limiting Factor: Angling 


issue; Overharvest of adult salmon will decrease sustainability of the population by 
reducing the number of potential spawners. 


Functioning/T arget Condition: 
Current Condition; 




















Location: 

Ceuse 
. \ renee 
p. 1 

e Inability to distinguish hatchery from wild fish. 
Poaching 


8. NON-NATIVE SPECIES 
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“Many fishery biologists believe that artificial propagation and rearing of native stocks are 
not the solution to rebuilding fish populations” (FPH, p. 16). 


A. Limiting Factors: increased Predation 
B. Limiting Factors: Higher incidence of Disease 


REFUGIA 

Refugia ere necessary to maintain a healthy anadromous fish population. Refugia refers 
to stream or river locations that provide all of the essential habitat parameters (/.e., good water 
quality (i.e., clear (low turbidity), high D.O.s (>7.0ppm) & « water temperature range 38-700F ), 
habitat complexity (LWD and other structural components that provide rearing and escape cover), 
adequate pool depths, good food supply (i.e. invertebrate population) capable of maintaining fish 
in @ healthy and robust condition during all times of the year or during a period during their 
development critical to their survival. 

Coolwater refugia exist and are scattered throughout the Scott River Watershed. 
However many Of these are not adequately buffered by their adjacent riparian zone, or are 
parameters as well which together provide for all the necessities needed to maintain fish health, 
vigor and the ability to survive even during the some of most severe environmental conditions. 
Stream habitat conditions degrade in the Scott River main-stem and in the lower end of some of 
its tributary streams to @ point where anadromous salmonids are either severely stressed or die. 
Juvenile coho salmon and steelhead attempt to escape intolerable water quality conditions ((.e. 
high temperatures) each year in the lower ends of tributary streams entering the Scott River within 
the Scott Valley reach and in the Scott River itself. Loss of surface connectivity in many of these 
streams exacerbated by stream diversions and aggraded stream channels biock eccess to 
refugium. Unable to reach safe refugium, fish that become trapped within drying and 
disconnected stream segments eventually succumb to stagnating weter conditions that lead to 
lethal weter temperatures or the lack of adequate dissolved oxygen. More rapid death may occur 
when an entire segment of the stream goes dry suddenly. 


Functional/T erget Condition; Refugial waters of sufficient size and quantity. These refugie waters 
should be spatially well dispersed, adequately buffered (by an intact, property functioning riparian 
zone) and capable of supporting adequate numbers of fish that will sustain healthy and 

viable anadromous saimonid and populations of other native aquatic biological 
resources within all tributary and main-stem waters of the Scott River watershed. Within streams 
and river courses, it is very important to maintain surface flow connectivity to refugial sites to allow 
fish to escape undesirable and sometimes jethal stream conditions elsewhere in the stream or 


other nearby waters. 


Locations: 
¢ Thermal refugia exists in all the permanently flowing tributary streams emptying ito the Scott 
River within the lower canyon reach However lack of adequate habitat complexity (ie_low 








levels of LWD) reduces the quality of these refugial waters. 

¢ Thermal refugie exists above t‘* uppermost water diversions on tributary streams entering the 
west side of the Scott Valley (i.e. where natural flows have not been reduced and good forest 
canopy is maintained). 

* Thermal refugie exists (based on recent temperature monitoring data) within scattered 
locations along the valley portion of the Scott River including: 
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Fay Lane Bridge area 

At the mouth of French Creek 

Hom Lane Bridge 

At the mouth of Etne Creek 

Tailings area below Callahan 

South side tributaries of the East Fork of the Scott River (& the upper 1/2 of the E.F of 
Scott River from Rail Creek upstream?) 

- Tributaries of the South Fork of the Scott River (& the most (all?) of the South Fork Scott 


River) 


Sources 


CDFG California Deparment of Fish and Game, Biological Needs Assessment for the Shasta 
River, Siskiyou County, Califomia, 1997 

FPH Scott River Watershed Fish Population and Habitat Plan, 1997 

FFAP Scott River Fall Flows Action Plan, 1999 

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 11/16/99 

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 1/12/00 

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 3/20/00 
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Limiting Factors on the Scott River Tributaries 
Developed from 3/20/00 Meeting at Fort Jones 






































































































‘SCOTT RIVER |Limiting Factors 
‘TRIBUTARIES Conditions to Protect 
East Fork and its Rail Creek barrier 
Big Mill Creek culvert 
Valley Creek dries up 
Grazing and riparian issues (unstable streambank, lack of 
van nC loummane Valley end private tends 
ack of pools, lack of shade 
‘South Fork Sediment from roads (DG) 
Westing due to roads, mining, natural conditions 
road with big inboard ditch 
Historic Mining removed soil on streambank 
Eest Side Streams Change in upland vegetation reducing flows? Grassland to 
(between East Fork and , Shrubs. Anectodal information about change in flows 
Moffet Creek) retained and coming out slowly. 
Uplend vegetation - symptom or cause? DATA GAP | 
j 
Wildcat Creek Klamath National Forest | 
‘Sugar Creek food locaton preniay 1 
Road location proximity to stream 
Seasonal barrier at mouth due to aggradation and iow flows 
Subsurface at tailings 
Three active diversions and at least two not active. 
French and Miner's (high) 
creak High ternperatures in lower French in late summer 
Seasonal tarrier - stream goes dry after after last diversion 
*. Plank diversion ditch. 
Etna Creek (ask 
Seasonal barrier dries up (subsurface?) in summer. 3 
[inadequate flow left in creek 
More water diverted than permitted? 
Johnson Creek IHigh School group testing water quality (Allen Cramer) 
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Crystal Creek "Sediment from roeds. Fruit Growers are planning to 


Patterson Creek ‘Fruit Growers roads proyect 
‘Sediment (low-med?) unknown 
‘Seasonal barrier - water goes subsurface due to aggradation 
iDiked 
Srersion 
Kidder Creek ‘Seasonal barrier due to aggradation 
‘Significant burning (1955 fire) and harvesting 
'Unscreened diversions? 


So Riparian condition from 
iOrofino up is ok. 

‘Question about Orofino Ditch or Creek? ny aga 
tconcition? Now off from Kidder and 























Shackieforc/Mill Sediment (medium) from rosds 
‘Planned projects to inventory and implement road rehab. 
‘Lack of riparian vegetation 
‘Seasonal barrier at mouth 
; diversions (funded for 


‘icliouhcAdemiSoap Sediment (igh) 
‘Barriers — no flow lower four miles in late summer/fall below 

bey 

) > 


’ complexity 
tailings on McAdam Creek cause subsurface flows 


unstable srearbank (especially ower reaches) 


Indiar/Rattiesnake/ 
“Tyler! Little Pattersor/ | 


\indian hes good perennial reaches up high 
See cai ond i\Channelized 


‘Gulch of riparian vegetation 
: Simplified habitat (low gradient riffle — no pools) 
Seasonal barrier due to low flows. 
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tMeamber GUICH CIVETSION UNSCrESNES_ 














— ah screen proved in pogess 
“looks good” to DM 


‘Sou Creek Toa Debris torrent in 1995 siuced creek creating young channel 











‘with no riparian vegetation. 
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Boulder Creek Pan of Lower Scott Watershed Analysis 

Deep Creek GBT Wwe. 1967 Roots covsed landslide ond Gebris torrera 
[Canyon Creek Sri ene severe Van Dep ord Tors Cree 
iKeisey Creek ermanent fish barner 4 mile above rearing channel. 


1967 fire, 1997 floods caused landslide 
Chinook spewner use according to KNF GIS 
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Scott River Watershed Council & Siskiyou RCD 
PROJECT LIST (as of 6/12/00) 


PROJECTS COMPLETED 1994-1996 





















Prosess . Funding Source Amount Status 

Flow Enhancement (water impoundment) USFWS 
(Challenge Gram) $3,000 completed 
Riparian Revegetation #1 & #2(habitat restoration) USFWS(TF) $0,735 completed 
Stabilization, planting, fencing (habitat restoration) CDFG/USFWS/ 
(TFYWCB 115,000 completed 

Stockwater Study (survey) USFWS(TF) 7,500 completed 
Alternative Stockwater Systems (water conservation) completed 
KRIS (integrated data system) USFWS{SWRCB) 30,000 completed 
Locally Built Fish Screen #1 USFWSUTWyDean 

(fish ’ Witter Foundtion 14,787 completed 
Student-built Fish Screen #1 

(Fish protection,education,construction) WCB 10,500 completed 
Student-built Fish Screen #2 CDFG 9,987 completed 
Temperature monmtonng USFWS/TF 9,418 data in KRIS 
Workshops Watershed Management UC Davis 1,500 completed 
Scot River Watershed CRMP II] USFWS(TF) 32,258 completed 

$284,685 
PROJECTS FY 1996-1997 
Student-built Fish Screens #3 
(fish protection, education, construction) CDFG 7,857 completed 
Locally Built Fish Screens #2 USFWS(TF) 14,787 completed 
Riparian Revegetation #3 | USFWS(TF) 30,282 completed 
Scon River Riparian Restoration # (integrated) =WCB/Cantara 400,000 monitoring 
Flow enhancement (water impoundment) USFWS(TF) 11,819 completed 
Alternative Stockwater Systems #2/KRIS USFWS(SWRCB) 30,000 completed 
Temperature monionng USFWS(TF) 8,650 data in KRIS 
Eiler Reach Revegetation USFWS(ITW) $6,617 completed 
French Creek Revegetation USFWSUITW) 33,682 completed 
Fish Screen Fabrication/Maintenance USFWSUITW) 39,821 completed 
Scott River Watershed CRMP IV USFWS(TF) 32,340 completed 
$665,855 
PROJECTS 1 ¥ 1997-1998 
Mill Creek Restoration (integrated) CDFG 14,000 completed 
Temperature Monitonng USFWS/TF 7,948 data in KRIS 
Alternative Stockwater Systems #3/KRIS USFWS(SWRCB) 28,000 completed 
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) § Cantara 47,692 phase [] completed 
Scott River Watershed CRMP V USFWS/TF 39,006 completed 
Scott River Watershed CRMP Coordinator For Sake of Salmon 23,331 completed 
Challenge Fish Screen Grant NFWF/BR/NMFS 35,453 completed 
Challenge Fish Screen Grant CDFG 36,206 completed 
Fish Screen Grant Dean Witter Found 5,500 completed 

Challenge Fish Screen Grant Sisk. Co. F&G Com. 3,800 completed 





Key 


Locally Built Fish Screen Program II 
Scon River Watershed Fish Screen Fabrication 


USFWS(TF) 10,107 designing 


Project USBR 32,879 designing 
Scott River Landowner Riparian Program USFWS/PW 13,485 completed 
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) USFWS/JITW 30,505 im progress 
Scorn River Riparian Restoravon #2 (umegrated) NFWF/BR/NMFS 30,500 in progress 
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) USFWS(TF) 33,286 in progress 
Alternative Stockwater Systems #4/]-RJS USFWS(SWRCB) 20,455 completed 
Scott River Watershed CRMP VI USFWS(TF) 39,890 completed 
Scom River Basin Water Balance | UC SAREP 14,850 completed 
Shackleford/Mill Stock Water System & Fencing USFWS 8,967 completed 
Total CRMP Projects Fundes for FY 1997-98 $477,183 








[Project Total for 1992-1997 
PROJECTS (including unfunded proposals) FY 1998-99 





Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Inventory CDFG 41,605 completed 
Shackleford/Mill Corridor Improvement Project CDFG 33,084 completed 
Shackleford/Mill Screen Fabrication Project CDFG 17,778 in progress 
Etna High School District Watershed Education CDFG & TF 34,568 completed 
Evaluation of Scott River Riparian Restoration § CDFG & TF 46,110 not funded 
Scott River Monitoring Plan CDFG 54,410 not funded 
Scott River Basin Water Balance I] CDFG 41,509 returned 
Scott River Landowner Outreach by Subwatershed CDC 6,000 completed 
French Creek Fish Fabrication Program USFWS/USBR 43,338 funded 
Scott River Groundwater Recharge Project USFWS/USBR 18,217 not funded 
Sconm River Watershed Temperature Monnonng 

Program USFWS/USBR 9,165 not funded 
Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Reduction Project USFWS/USBR 99,521 in progress 


Scon River Water Conservation through Imgation 
Management Practices USFWS/TF 42,796 second yr 
South Fork Scon River Sediment Reduction and 


60,610 not funded 
47,795 doing inventory 

















25,000 completed 
24,187( Year!) Not funded 
22,429 Y ear 2) 
17,130(Year 3) 
9,773 Not funded 
7,124 Not funded 
Salmon and Scott Rivers Chinook Spawner 
Escapement Survey (joutly wth SRRC) USFWS/TF 33,687 Not funded 
Outreach Equipment (joutly with other wubbasins) USF WS/TF 9,890 Not funded 
Mid- Klamath Smokt T Survey USF WS/TF 21,835 in progress 
Total Funded FY 1998 $413,332 | 








Mi 











PROPOSALS FY 1999-2000 

















Scott River Monitoring Plan (three years) CDFG 62,836 not funded 
Scott River Watershed CRMP Funding CDFG 20,000 in progress 
Scott River Watershed CRMP Technical Advisor CDFG 32,549 Not funded 
Evaluation of Scott River Riparian 
Restoration Program CDFG 46,056 Not funded 
Fowle Maintenance Project CDFG 17,216 Completed 
Scott River Riparian Restoration II] CDFG 69,245 in progress 
Scott River Diversion Maintenance CDFG 5,995 in progress 
Scott River Temperature Monitoring CDFG 8,162 Proposed 
Etna High School District Watershed 
Education Program CDFG 17,893 in progress 
Scott River Monitoring Program (revised) USFWS(TF) 84,609 Not funded 
CDFG 30,050 Partially funded 
Outreach Equipment USFWS(TF) 10,080 Funded 
Scott River Geomorphic Analysis USFWS(TF) 20,373 Not funded 
USFWS(JITW) 20,373 Not funded 
Temperature Monitoring on the Scott River USFWS(TF) 8,824 Not funded 
. CDFG (2 years) 16,938 Not funded 
Scott River Landowner Riparian Planting Project USFWS(TF) 13,669 Funded 
Scott River Watershed CRMP (VIII) USFWS(TF) 34,722 Funded 
CDFG 36,160 Funded 
Scott River Subbasin Action Plan USFWS(TF) 48,341 Not funded 
CDFG 48,341 Not funded 
East Fork of Scott Habitat Improvement CDFG 32,915 Funded 
Scott River Watershed Fish Screen Program CDFG 23,564 Funded 
Scott River Monitoring Plan (1 year out of 3) CDFG 30,050 Funded 
Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment SWRCB 88,968 Funded 
Scott River Temperature Monitoring USFWS/JITW 9,165 Funded 
Total Funded FY 1999-2000 as of 4/4/00 $409,642 
Total Funded FY 1992-2000 $2,250,697 
PROPOSALS FY 2000-2001 
“Scott River Subbasin Strategic Action Plan USFWS/TF 10,$82 Proposed 
CDFG 21,753 Proposed 
Scott River Watershed Council USFWS/TF 25,011 Proposed 
CDFG 39,336 Proposed 
Patterson Creek Enhancement USFWS/TF 27,708 Proposed 
Sugar Creek Flow Enhancement CDFG 925,441 Proposed 
Etna Union High School Watershed Education Program 
CDFG 10,532 Proposed 
Etna xoad Erosion Inventory CDFG 49,224 Pronosed 
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Scon River Fish Screening Program I CDFG 77,553 Proposed 





Scot River Enhancement Project CDFG 52,164 Proposed 
Kidder Creek Demonstration Project CDFG 170,446 Proposed 
Total Proposed 2000-2001 $1,409,750 

















/oy 

















aS iS SISKIYOU RESOURCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT 





P.O. Box 268 Ema,CA 96027 


(DH) 467-3975 FAX (59 467-5617 
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sisqred@sisqtel_net 
June 13, 2000 
Dr. Dennis Maria Siskivou Resource Conservation District 
Deparument of Fish and Game Scott River Watershed Council (RCD nf # 89 VI FG) 
162$ South Main Street Agreement # FG 8145 WR 
Yreka, CA 96097 
Final invoice # § 
Personne! Costs Qty 
Program Coordinstor (see attached) 
Project Coordinstor (see attached) 40.6 648.60 
Office Manager (see attached) 4 40.00 
Staff Benefits 71.6 
Total Personne! Costs 761.26 
Operating Expenses 
Transportation ( 31per mi ) 369 58 123.87 
Copying ( .12 per copy) €33.33 100.00 
Office Equipment Leaze (fv per mo.) 1 50.00 
Telephone, e-mad ° 
Educatona! Workshops (workshop space rental, 169.26 
workshop host/spesker Tevei costs) 
Total Operating Expenses 443.13 
Subtotal 1,204.39 
Administrative Overhead @ 10 % 120.24 
Total 1,324.63 
Retention 10 % “132.46 
Total 1,192.17 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Pimentel Siskiyou RCD Director 
Distnct Manager 














Scott River Watershed Council ( RCD fef. # 89 Vil FG) Agreement # FG 6145 WR 


























oe ee area Adjusted _ nomaiog Fassiee © Se Ajusied |Remaming |Invoice # 5 : 
PersonneiCosis Budget (Budget ft Budget ee ; ion 
__Progrem Coudinater | see sttached) (413.76)| __ 8,793.24 | 2,866.68 | aa | 
Project Courdinater (ese ctieched) ___ (06.24) __ 2,153.76 | __ 292.51 _ 004) 64960| 64960|  - 
Once Menage ( ose oftached) __ 416.63) 1,766.63 | 525.68. _ 40: ~ - | 4000] 40.06 : 
|__| pales ph 00 | (1,418.66)| 1,780.34 | 47142) 3155 _ 246.11 | (17445)) 7166) Tie6) -| 











fois Parecnnal Cosle —— | iaaastar | aise ee | 3,38 7 | (i74A%)) 764 38 | “701.38 | 
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workshop hoawapeaker tavel costs) 1,089.67 | 206967 | 303.95) 677.38| | 674.34| 313.89 io! 49.15| 16926) 169.26 oe 
Tolal Operating Expenses = ~~ | 3,688.03 | 920.67| 922.92 | 735.50 | 636.86 472.08 __ | 443.13 | 443.93 seas 
= wena emma | 06,982.00 | 5,077.96 | 4,085.74 | | 3,324.68) 4,206.47 7407.75 | ~~~] 5204.30 | 4.20838 | 
Administrative Overhead @ 10% noo |——-~~|~ isin | ~“ 3774 |” aoa.se | — | aazaa | aaaies | “rags | | sao a0 | saesaal 
Tia ~~ 19,006.00 56,000 60 | Ses 10 | aa0d 31 | — | 3087.18 | ~a705.12 | Teanga |~—— |~iaawes | anaes | 








368.08) -471.51), 


| 08) 471.51 oo aa. 
- | | 550.51) 440.43 300.08) 71S) Pd “ia 
jRetention Due _ eee s aoe a+ @ ee a eee Gee Gee eee 4 243.61 1 192.17 
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333.8.J017, Project LD. 8 PC-01 (effective csie 10/01/08, expiration dete 9/3000), = = = 
 aBeatgnancungii SALARIES |TRAVEL | EXP.EQUP. FAT. 6 SUP. [OPA MAINT. [Sub Toid Admin. tis [TOTAL 


—E————————— le rs on 
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oe o- —_ -- —— << © << ame ae . oom ; 
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July 99: : 
_Carolyn - Bins 


_Meeling supplies” 
Copies - June 22 to August 17 | 


August 99:_ 


Postage 


_ Meeting supplies 
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i __ Agreement # 11333- 9 JO 
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COORD. RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN (CRIA 
27, Project LD. # PC-01 (effective dale 10/0 1/98, expiration dale 7/30/00) 
EXP.EQUIP. MAT. & SUP. 


Office sup. copies phone, post. 
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RCD rel. #09 Vil) | 
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SCOTT tuVER WATERSIIED COORD. RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN (CRiwe » (RCU rel. # 89 Vil) | 





























_____ Agreement # 11333-9-J027, Project LD. # PC-01 (elective dale 10/0 1/98, expiration dale 9/30/00) . _ 
"TEM 7 ____|SALARIES [TRAVEL |EXP.EQUIP.MAT.& SUP. |OP.& MAINT. Sub Total |Admin.11% |TOTAL 
ee a | Office sup.copies.phone,post. |Workshops & Fair oo oo. 
‘|)BUDGET : | 15,500.00 | 1,000.00 2,000.00 __ 4,000.00} 22,500.00 2,500.09 | 25,000.00 
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_|_Fish Faive | 7 — _ 70.09, | 
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_|June 99: ee | - --. wD a 
~ | Gary - 2 ts ; ~ B 33.82) > a ws 
_|_Lomie- 32 tvs _ _ ____/*_ 822.91 40° 
“Gide ta, een NO Bek —— - 
__| Carolyn - 18.5 ls ___ |“ 286.57 _ : 
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_|_ Warren - 3 tvs ee ~~, 38.27 
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_|____= phone & postage _ “ 2922) 0 
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Scott River Watershed Standing Committee Participants 





Mary Roehnich 
Carolyn Pimentel 
Ric Costales 
Berard Dowling 
Larry Toelle 


Gareth Plank 
Bernard Dowling 
Ric Costales 
Andrew Eller 
Keith Tavior 
Wing Hodas 

Dal Eklund 
Ermie Wilkinson 


Water Committee 


Gary Black 
Warren Farnam 
Mike Brvan 
Bruce Bradford 
Wing Hodas 
Jefi Fowle 
Lorne Bundy 
Jav Power 

Ken Maurer 
Steve Orloff 


1/25/00 


is mmitt 


Gary Black 

Jim Kilgore 
Jennifer Silveira 
Dennis Maria 
Dave Black 
Don Judd 


Carl Schwarzenberg 
Jennifer Silveira 
Gary Black 

Lome Bundy 
Dennis Maria 
Andrew Eller 


Alan Kramer 
Tom Shorey 
Warren Farnam 
Gareth Plank 
Kyle Haines 
Mary Roehrich 
Bruce Bradford 
Doug Blangsted 
Keith Tavior 
Ernie Wilkinson 



































e Committee member composition consists of expertise from biological, economical, 
hydrological, and as many more Gisciplines as deemed necessary. 

e Assist Standing Committees in developing project ideas. 

* Recommend project priority to Executive Commitice 


IV. Council Membership: Full Council = interested public. 
e Serve as individuals. 
e No group representatives. 
e Anyone can be a member. 


SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL 


PRINCIPLES & OBJECTIVES 
Adopted December 14, 1999 


Definition of the Scott River Watershed: 


Includes all natural resources and human interests in the Scon River drainage (e.g. wildlife, fish. 
peoples, properties, economic systems, etc.) 


PRINCIPLES: 





The primary focus of the Scon River Watershed Council's efforts will be on voluntarily 
conserving and enhancing the natural environment. 


In its activities, the Scon River Watershed Council will conduct itself with the utmost regard for: 


1. Individual life. liberty and property, 


2. Custom and culture of the area (as defined in the Siskiyou County Comprehensive Land and 
Resoi irce Management Plan); 


The inextricable linkage of healthy communities and the natural environment. 


\ 


OBJECTIVES: 


Inclusion: Promote the inclusion of all interested individuals within the watershed. 

Education. Emphasize widespread dissemination of accurate and current watershed 
resource information. 

Investigation: Actively investigate new and existing methodologies for local watershed 
study and improvement. 

—__——Enaluatior.__ Evaluate proposed and completed watershed projects. 

Action: Work in cooperation with property Owners to develop sound and cost — 
effective proposals for resource conservation and enhancement. 














/7 











EE ''” Oo 


SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL INTERIM EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS 
January 4, 2000 


Interim Executive Committee: Gareth Plank (Chair for Jan.18. 2000 meeting), Bernard 
Dowling (Vice Chair for Jan. and Chair for Feb.). Emie Wilki..son. Dave Black, Alan Kramer. 
Ric Costales. Will serve until Standing Committees select representatives for February meeting. 





STRUCTURE: 
I Six (6) Standing Committees: Community Relations, Ecucation. Land Use, Water. Fish 
& Wildlife, and Monitoring. 
e May use whatever decision-making process that works best within each comminee 
group. 


e Each committee selects/elects one member as its Committee representative to serve 
and vote on the Executive Committee and selects/elects an alternate to serve in 
his/her absence with voting privileges. 

e AJ] interested individuals are encouraged to paricipate and may participate in the 
process by active involvement in Standing Committees. 

e Four or five permanent core members are encouraged. 

e Receive and develop project ideas from the community. 

e Take project ideas to Technical Committee for help in project development and 
proposal processes. 

e Prepare ano submit written reports to Executive Committee prior to or during each 
full Council public meeting. 


I]. Executive Committee: Chair/representatives from each of the six (6) Standing 
Committees. 


e The decision making, voting body of the Council. 

e Decisions made by supermajority (5 out of 6 votes). 

¢ Quorum of five is necessary for voting, in which case a consensus is necessary to 
pass measures. 

e All decisions are made in the presence of the full public Council. 

e Chair is selected by Executive Committee from full Council participants and serves as 
facilitator of meetings without voting privileges unless already a Standing Commitee 
representative. 

e Members and alternates should serve for a one-year term. 

e Hold full Council public business meetings at least quarterly. 

© Meet monthly to set educational and business meeting agendas, programs. call for 
special meetings, and arrange speakers, meeting facilities, and if necessary coordinate 
Standing Committee efforts. 

e Appoint Technica] Committee. 

_ ——»—Has final decision for project prioritization with input from Technical Committee 

priority recommendations and full Council. 
e Presents finalized project proposal recommendations to Siskivou RCD or other 
appropriate entities for funding and implememation. 
e Has final decision on project ranking criteria and planning documents. 
m Technical Committee: Capacity is for advising Standing Comminees and project 
priority ranking recommendations to Executive Committee. 
e¢ Appointed by Executive Committee. 
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